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WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Terminal sickness 


There is a certain grim satisfaction in 
watching the present turmoil in the Tory 
Party — a turmoil that amounts to virtual 
death-twitchings where this Tory Govern- 
ment is concerned and which could indeed 
herald the consignment of the party to a 
wilderness not unlike that entered by the 
Liberal Party at the end of the 1920s. 

At the risk of seeming smug, we in this 
magazine can say that we have long 
predicted everything that has been happening 
to the Tories, and we can also say that what 
has been happening is thoroughly deserved. 
The party is now being hoist on the petard 
of its own duplicity and stupidity — the 
duplicity of its leaders, who have for so long 
sought to deceive their flock that ‘Europe’, 
to which the party has been pledged since 
the 1950s, is intended to be nothing more 
than a trading area for the purpose of co- 
prosperity; and the stupidity of the great 
majority of the Tory rank and file, who have 
believed this lie for nearly four decades but 
are now, at the eleventh hour, coming to 


realise that they have been ‘conned’, and are 
angry and embittered with a sense of 
betrayal. 

There is of course much more to the 
matter than the question of Europe. On 
numerous fronts the dawning realisation of 
an unbridgeable gap between leaders and 
led, between the controlling party caucus 
and the mass of loyal constituency members 
and voters, is tearing British Conservatism 
apart. It was once stated that the Tory Party 
is a national party or it is nothing. From the 
time of Harold Macmillan the party ceased 
to be national in anything but name, but it 
has managed to keep its supporters in line 
by the pretence of a commitment to the 
interests of Britain — allied to a cleverly 
propagated myth that, whatever happens, a 
Labour Government would be worse. This 
pretence and this myth are now proving no 
longer possible to sustain. The ‘clearly 
contrived betrayal of Loyal Ulster; the racial 
darkening of our cities; the continual 
paralysis in the face of collapsing law and 
order; the whittling down of the nation’s 
vital defences; not least, the contrast 
between the Government’s glowing reports 
on the economy and the reality that people 
see around them — all these things have 
served to expose Tory rule as an unpar- 
alleled combination of treason and incom- 
petence. Voters are deserting the party in 
millions; there is a vast hemorrhage of 
membership; and even big business, tradit- 
ionally Toryism’s friend, ally and (some 
would say) master, is withdrawing its 
backing so fast that the party is now in 
serious financial trouble, with a massive 
overdraft. 

Not uncharacteristically, this shambles is 
manifesting itself in bitter parliamentary 


battles between the party’s factions and an 


even more bitter struggle for the leadership. 
Where the latter is concerned, the lines are 
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A BEATEN MAN? 
Major, seen here being driven away from 
the House of Commons after the defeat of 
his bill to double VAT on home fuels. 
Does his face betray the look of a leader 
headed for the scrapyard? 


being drawn as lobbyists troop the corridors 
of the House of Commons sounding 
members out on possible successors to the 
pathetic John Major. Of course, the most 
laughable aspect of all this is the series of 
stirring declarations of loyalty to the Prime 
Minister by one after another party bigwig 
who privately is scheming to drive the knife 
into his back the moment personal advantage 
dictates such a course. 

It has been said often enough that Major 
has survived so far only because of the lack 
of a credible successor. This is no accident. 
The whole way in which the Tory Party is 
set up militates against anyone other than 
mediocrities rising to the top. This is why 
current speculation about the chances of 
Clarke, Heseltine, Portillo and others is 
sterile and almost meaningless. A mere 
change at No. 10 Downing Street is not 
going to bring life and vigour to a govern- 
ment and a ruling party that are afflicted 
with a terminal disease. Major will of course 
go sooner or later, possibly after the debacle 
at Dudley West. But that will make no 
difference. The rudderless drift to further 
decline and eventual catastrophe will 
continue unabated. 


Basic malfunction 


Current media comment on the ills 
afflicting the Tory Party is often interesting 
but it invariably fails to present the whole 
picture. This is because it leaves out that 
vital dimension without which none of the 
present upheaval can possibly be understood. 

It is not an exaggeration to say that the 
Major Government, and indeed every British 
Government over the past half-century, has 
not really been a government at all in the 
sense that most people understand the term: 
a sovereign entity empowered to act on 


behalf of the people who elect it and a 
servant of the nation in whose name it holds 
office. Government in Britain has increas- 
ingly become merely a local executive arm 
of impersonal and unseen forces which 
operate at international level, which owe 
allegiance to no recognisable nation and 
whose interests demand the progressive dis- 
mantlement of the nation-state. 

British Government is the agency which is 
seen as having the responsibility; but it is 
these unseen forces behind it which wield 
the real power. 

What is taken to be ‘British’ policy in 
Northern Ireland is a classic symptom of the 
operation of this international super-govern- 
ment. This was well put in the newsletter On 
Target (October 1994), when it was said 
that:- 


**... the Sinn Fein/IRA campaign... is part 
of a much larger, historical struggle, for 
world power. The impetus lies in the 
carefully concealed, coterminous relation- 
ship between International Finance-Capit- 
alism and the forces of world revolution, 
which is known to a select few of those 
who control governments on both sides of 
the Atlantic. Until the enemy is correctly 
identified, it will be impossible to counter 
what is, ipso facto, a state of war against, 
and within, the United Kingdom.”’ 


Earlier, the same article had been 
preceded by the well-known quotation from 
Karl Marx, which said:- 

“If England is the fortress of European 

landlordism and capitalism, then the only 

point from which a strong blow can be 
struck at official England is Ireland.”’ 

The above was of course Marx’s way of 
expressing, in the rhetoric suitable to his 
purpose, a much deeper truth: that ‘‘the 
forces of world revolution’’ would, in their 
drive to undermine and destroy the great 
nation-states of Europe (and elsewhere), 
employ the stratagem of encouraging separ- 
atism in the constituent lands that made up 
those states. Hence the entirely bogus 
creation of Irish ‘nationalism’, which does 
not have the slightest ethnic foundation (the 
population of Ireland is made up of exactly 
the same elements as that of mainland 
Britain, though in different proportions) but 
which, like Scottish and Welsh ‘nation- 
alism’, is a convenient tool for dividing and 
conquering the British peoples. 

If any evidence of the fraudulent nature of 
these ‘nationalisms’ be required, it can be 
found in the commitment of all the parties 
representing them to membership of the 
European Community, now more fashion- 
ably termed ‘European Union’. In the case 
of Ireland, what could possibly be the sense 
of talking about her winning ‘independence’ 
from Britain when that independence is 
being effectively surrendered to a European 
super-state with the quite willing complicity 
of the Eire Government? 

When the Tory Government of John 
Major is seen manoeuvring Northern Ireland 
into the Irish Republic, this is not in 
response to some mighty force called Irish 
‘nationalism’. Nor is it in response to that 


DID BLAIR COPY CLINTON? 


CLINTON: ‘We offer opportunity. 
We demand responsibility.’ 
* BLAIR: ‘With opportunity must 
come responsibility.’ 


CLINTON: ‘Your time has 
come and gone.’ 
BLAIR: ‘Their time ts up... 
Itis time to go.’ 


’ CLINTON: “We must do it together... 
When we pull together...’ 


BLAIR: ‘Jt means working 
together... We must do it together...’ 


CLINTON: *...a solemn agreement 
between the people and their 
government.’ 


BLAIR: ‘...a new contract between 
government and citizen.’ 


CAUGHT OUT! 
This is how the The Sunday Times exposed Tony Blair’s habit of copying the speeches 
of U.S. President Clinton 


squalid gang known as the IRA, which the 
British security forces could quite easily 
eliminate in less than a month if they were 
given the necessary orders to do so. The 
move is a response to the requirements of 
the ‘‘International Capitalism and the forces 
of world revolution’? mentioned by On 
Target, for it is these forces that call all the 
tunes to which modern British Governments 
dance obediently. 

The British surrender to Europe can be 
seen in exactly the same context. The recent 
bill introduced by Major & Co. in the House 
of Commons to increase Britain’s contrib- 
utions to the EC budget illustrates the point 
perfectly. This bill was massively unpopular 
in the Tory Party and even more so in the 
country at large. Major has disastrously 
undermined his already shaky position as 
party leader by both the bill itself and his 
manner of forcing it through, withdrawing 
the party whip from the rebels who opposed 
it. Major personally, and the party collect- 
ively, have done themselves possibly 
irreparable damage by this move. Are these 
people really gripped by a lemming-like urge 
to political suicide? Or-is it not that there are 
some invisible forces, constituting immense 
power, that are exerting pressure upon them 
to pursue the course they have taken — 
those ‘‘forces of world revolution’’ that 
seem to be able to bend governments, partic- 
ularly our own, to their will whenever they 
beckon? 

If these suppositions are to be deemed the 
wild rantings of paranoid conspiracy 
theorists, fair enough — reject them if you 
choose. But in that case you are bound to 
offer some other logical explanation for the 
grotesque malfunctions that are now to be 
seen both in the Tory Party and the whole 
process of government in Britain. At the 
same time you might explain what hidden 
pressures are propelling John Major along a 
course which seems bound in the end to 
result in his and his party’s political death. 


Bambi learns his lines 


In a commentary on new Labour leader 
Tony Blair made in our September 1994 
issue we said that he did not appear to have 
a political thought in his head that had not 
been planted there by his party’s image- 
makers. What we might also have said was 
that the same was true of US President 
Clinton, whose talent for fashionable clichés 
empty of content is as great as that of any 


| politician. 


Now the truth has emerged. Blair is 
stealing the phrases of Clinton. This 
embarrassing development was revealed by 
a number of newspapers recently and also in 
a TV newspiece. The Sunday Times in a 
report on November 20th gave a few 
examples. 

Said Bambi at last year’s Labour confer- 
ence: ‘‘With opportunity must come respon- 
sibility.’” No doubt many of his party 
faithful were much impressed with the pro- 
fundity of that statement, but before they 
hail their leader as a great and original 
political thinker they ought to ponder on the 
fact that Clinton said almost the same thing 
two years earlier at a rally of his Democratic 
Party — to be precise: ‘‘We offer oppor- 
tunity. We demand responsibility.’’ 

Blair, when speaking of his opponents of 
the Tory Government, said that they had 
wasted billions, that they stood for privilege 
and greed and that: ‘‘Their time is up... It is 
time to go.’’ Clinton, referring to the Bush 
administration which preceded him, had said 
that it had wasted billions, that it represented 
*‘privileged private interests’’ and addressed 
it directly saying: ‘‘Your time has come and 
gone.”’ 

Blair, looking to the time when Labour 
would be in power, went on to say: ‘“This is 
Page 1, line 1 of a new contract between 
government and citizen’’ — echoes again of 
Clinton, who had said: ‘‘I call this approach 


Contd. overleaf 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


a new covenant between the people and their 
government.’’ Actually, neither invented the 
concept — Rousseau had said much the same 
thing more than two centuries earlier. But let 
Bambi go on: ‘‘It means working together... 
We must do it together...’’ Said Clinton: 
‘‘We must do it together... When we pull 
together, America will pull ahead.’’ 

There’s more. Blair at his party’s confer- 
ence spoke of the need to find a worthwhile 
role for young people without jobs and 
proposed ‘‘a voluntary national taskforce of 
young people given constructive tasks to do 

. Working for the community that is 
useful, on environmental projects or caring 
for the elderly...”” Over to Clinton: 
‘*Millions of energetic young men and 
women serving their country by... teaching 
the children or caring for the sick, or 
working with the elderly and people with 
disabilities. ..”’ 

Speaking of Blair in an earlier comm- 
entary in our July 1994 issue, shortly before 
he succeeded to the Labour leadership, we 
said that he had ‘‘a voice suggestive of the 
ventriloquist’s dummy he is clearly intended 
to be.’’ Beyond saying that his American 
role model gives exactly the same impress- 
ion, we can add nothing to that assessment. 


The modern Dukes of York 


We all should know the ancient nursery 
song about the famous Duke of York, who 
marched his men to the top of the hill and 
marched them down again. Memories of this 
are evoked by current speculation as to what 
Britain is going to do in Bosnia. 

In September 1992, when there were 
strident calls from ex-premier Margaret 
Thatcher and Liberal Party leader Paddy 
Ashdown for British involvement in the war 
in former Yugoslavia, we said in this 
column that the affair was not Britain’s 
business and that we should keep out. Of 
course, no such good sense prevailed and 
British forces were sent to Bosnia. 

In July 1993 we repeated the assertion 
that no good would come of British inter- 
vention in that war — by which time such 
intervention had in fact taken place and was 
to lead to British servicemen losing their 
lives in a foreign quarrel — a criminal 
waste. 

We touched upon the issue again in March 
1994, saying that British forces ‘‘should at 
no time or in no place be used except where 
vital British interests are at stake,’’ and that 
British intervention in former Yugoslavia 
was therefore expensive folly. 

As before, we were of course whistling in 
the wind. 

Now, however, it appears that even the 
Government is beginning to have second 
thoughts about the wisdom of keeping our 
forces in the region. Bosnian Serb advances 
on the battlefield have reached a point at 
which only all-out military action on a major 
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scale by UN armies could stem the tide. 
Understandably, the various governments 
involved, including our own, are reluctant to 
make this commitment in view of the further 


escalation of the conflict that is likely to 


result, and the option of complete British 
withdrawal is now being seriously discussed. 

This withdrawal would in fact amount to 
an acknowledgement that local warring 
parties should be left to sort the matter out 
between themselves — something which we 
have advocated all along. 

If British troops pull out, what will we 
have achieved? We will have achieved a vast 
wastage of money at a time when our 
defences are being cut to the bone on the 
grounds of a shortage of money. We will 
have achieved the bringing of bereavement 
to some British families whose sons have 
died in no service to their country. Beyond 
those things, we will have achieved nothing. 
We will have marched our forces into 
Bosnia and then marched them out again — 
an exercise that might have commended 
itself to the one-time Duke of York but 
which is no way to run the affairs of a 
supposedly rational modern nation. 


No big deal 


The story burst last month of Richard 
Gott, the Guardian journalist, who was 
exposed as being an agent for the former 
Soviet KGB for several years. Gott, it was 
reported, was in fact one of the bureau’s top 
men in Britain and was paid at least £10,000 
for his services — quite apart from the many 
freebies that were thrown in as well. Upon 
the disclosure, he resigned from his post on 
The Guardian, presumably being regarded as 
in disgrace. 

To some media commentators, it seems to 
have been a matter for shock that someone 
on the staff of such a prestigious newspaper 
should have been working for the Soviets. 
We cannot quite see why. The policies and 
ideals for which The Guardian has crusaded 
for many years would no doubt merit full 
approval on the part of foreign governments 
that were this country’s enemies. For 
communists, the name of the game has 
always been that of weakening Britain in 
every possible way: politically, economic- 
ally, militarily, socially, morally and 
culturally. The classical liberalism for which 


. The Guardian has always stood from back in 


its Manchester days is conducive to all these 
aims. The bleeding-heart liberals who write 
in papers like The Guardian, The Indep- 
endent and The Sunday Times have done far 
greater service to Soviet interests than any of 
the scribblers of The Morning Star or 
Marxism Today. None of this is to say that 
all (or even any) of those writers have been 
KGB hirelings. This wouldn’t be necessary. 
All that is required is that they be left to 
spout the familiar drivel that comes naturally 
to them. 

So the question really arises: should Mr. 
Richard Gott be regarded with any greater 


opprobrium than scores of his colleagues in 


the journalistic profession who have worked 


for the same masters without even knowing 
it, least of all having any contact with the 
dreaded KGB? 

This question might be taken a step 
further. Sir Peregrine Worsthorne, writing in 
The Sunday Telegraph on the 11th 
December, disclosed with evident self-satis- 
faction that he had accepted numerous perks 
and favours from a body called the Congress 
of Cultural Freedom, which was financed by 
the CIA. He never, he said, felt the slightest. 
reason to feel guilty about this because, in 
his own words, he was ‘‘a dedicated fellow- 
travelling journalist on the side of the United 
States.’’ He did not feel any anger against 
Gott, however. The latter had simply made 
a mistake in choosing which cause he would 
work for. He was, Worsthorne said, 
‘*genuine in his beliefs as I was in mine.”’ 
And: ‘‘I do not see that as a journalist he 
behaved more reprehensibly than I and many 
other Cold War warriors. He pretended to 
be an independent observer while in truth 
being a partisan. But so did we.”’ 

All this sounds very cosy, but there is a 
fundamental flaw in the argument. Looking 
back on the ‘Cold War’, too many seem to 
assume with axiomatic certainty that being 
‘fon the side of the United States’’ was the 
good and righteous thing for Britons to do, 
whether they be politicians, journalists, 
officers in the armed services or whatever. 
That assumption does not stand up to the test 
of post-war history. The fact is that the 
United States (which in this context means 
something very different to the American 
people) has worked without let-up over the 
past half-century to sabotage Britain’s real 
national interests and undermine her position 
in the world. The recent pressures from 
Washington upon us to hand Northern 
Ireland over to the Irish Republic are merely 
the latest manifestations of a policy that has 
remained consistent since President 
Roosevelt was accused, quite correctly, by 
Churchill of trying to do away with the 
British Empire. 

An admission, in any circumstances, by a 
British journalist that he was a dedicated 
fellow-traveller on the side of the United 
States is bad enough as it stands. It becomes 
ten times worse when seen against this back- 
ground of post-war US policy. British journ- 
alists have the right and the duty to be on 
the side of only one country, and that is 
Britain itself. By this yardstick, we might 
wonder how many thousands of such journ- 
alists in modern times have failed to do their 
duty to their country. Set beside this consid- 
eration, it is pertinent to ask: what is so 
especially bad about Mr. Gott working for 
the KGB? 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 


For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music videos 
(VHS) send two first class stamps to: 
Freedom Videos, BM Truth, London WC1N 
3XX. 


A time of transition 


THIS TIME a year ago, when | examined 
the needs of our movement for the 12 
months just beginning | wrote under the 
heading ‘A new year and a new era’. 
That new era is still unfolding itself, and 
there are some amongst us who have 
yet to adjust to its requirements. 


Nevertheless, some good progress has 
been made. 


JOHN TYNDALL 
looks back on 1994 
and ahead to the 
coming year 


The year 1994 might have been 
termed a time of transition. Some of the 
old habits of thinking and acting that 
characterised the previous years in 
which we worked to build the British 
National Party had to be discarded and a 
new format of priorities adopted. This 
was bound to be painful for some, and it 
was inevitable that a few would find it 
impossible and drop out. This has 
happened, but the drop-out has been 
more than compensated for by the new 
blood that we have recruited. 

It is only honest also to say that the 
years 1993 and 1994 witnessed a 
serious attempt to smash up the BNP by 
the fostering of defections. This attempt 
had little in common with the schemes 
to divide nationalists that were made 
back in the 1970s. As a result of the 
experiences of that period, we took 
special care, in the way we set up the 
BNP in 1982, to guard against internal 
disruption, and our measures have been 
100 per cent successful in that no such 
disruption has occurred in the way it did 
in former times. It must have been clear 
to those who wanted to damage the 
BNP recently that they could only 


operate by external methods, that is to 
say by working from the outside. This 
they did by picking out individuals in the 
party and, by way of social contact with 
them, encouraging them in attitudes, if 
not of outright disloyalty to the party as 
such, at least of dissatisfaction 
expressed in grousing and bellyaching 
against particular individuals. The 
approach was subtle: “The BNP is 
basically OK, and we want it to prosper; 
but this or that official is no good and he 
must be got rid of.’’ Small faults in the 
party, themselves the object of quite 
legitimate criticism, were seized upon 
and inflated to grotesque proportions, 
with the officials responsible for them 
being pilloried to ridiculous lengths. 


‘ALTERNATIVE’ ACTIVITIES 


Those who sought to influence our 
members into these attitudes employed 
another tactic that for a time had a 
modicum of success. The demands of 
genuinely adult politics, in which the 
BNP must engage with increasing dedic- 
ation and professionalism if it is to climb 
the ladder to power, call for activity that 
can at times be boring — particularly to 
the acolyte who joins primarily for 
glamour and excitement. Alternative 
forms of activity, on the other hand, 
though they may be politically useless 
and even counter-productive, can have 
a certain attraction if they appeal to the 
juvenile, the frustrated and the mal- 
adjusted among recruits to the nation- 
alist cause. In corners of pubs, where 
the atmosphere is suitably intoxicated by 
abundant liquor, bravado chatter about 
‘direct action’ against the enemies of 
nationalism can have aé_é= mightily 
seductive appeal to those who shirk 
responsibility and whose minds are too 
lazy to be concentrated for long on 
serious political work. Of course the 
‘direct action’ spoken of very seldom 
progressed beyond mere talk; once the 
alcoholic stimulus of the moment had 
worn off, its attractions receded; and in 
the end what little actually took place 
seemed to be directed more against 
fellow nationalists than against the real 
enemy. When three prominent BNP men 
were seriously injured in savage terrorist 
attacks in the Spring of 1994, the time 
had surely come for the ‘direct action’ 
brigade to show their mettle in the way 
of retaliatory measures. In the event, 
their response was pathetic — jnaction 
was the order of the day. 

This irritant, though it did cause us 
some headaches for a while, eventually 
burned itself out, and in recent months 
| have had the satisfaction of seeing a 
number of our activists who for a time 
fell under the sway of these disrupters 
coming gradually back into the fold and 
throwing themselves into real political 
work. | believe that the example of our 
own achievements, added to the proven 


impotence and incompetence of their 
misleaders, ultimately did the trick. 

Of course, there was disappointment 
in our failure to retain the council seat 
won by Derek Beackon in Tower 
Hamlets in September 1993. Whilst the 
election in which he was defeated in 
May of this year was marked by a 
number of highly dubious practices 
employed by the local Labour Party to 
mobilise its voters, it is probable that the 
main cause of our setback was a natural 
swing to Labour which was the inevit- 
able consequence of the nationwide 
surge of hatred and contempt for the 
present Tory Government and the desire 
of the electors to hit that Government as 
hard as possible. This was confirmed in 
the recent council by-election in 
Lansbury Ward of Tower Hamlets, 
where the BNP, while again putting up a 
good performance, was not able to 
defeat Labour's big battalions. 


ELECTION SUCCESSES 

Overall, however, our efforts in the 
May 1994 council elections were highly 
successful — a fact grudgingly acknow- 
ledged by our enemies in the press, who 
spoke of a “huge increase’’ in the BNP 
vote. A month later we fought with 
distinction in a parliamentary by-election 
in nearby Dagenham, where our result 
was reported in The Mail on Sunday as 
a “disturbing success.’’ Here again, we 
might have done even better had it not 
been for the pronounced Labour swing, 
which hit all other parties. 

This swing to Labour is likely to be the 
dominating feature of British politics for 
the next two or three years — until we 
have a Labour Government that has 
been in office for long enough to show 
that nothing in that party has really 
changed. For this reason it is important 
that the BNP, while striving hard to 
make an ever bigger impact at the polls, 
should not engage in unrealistic dreams 
as to what it can achieve in the short 
term. The important thing must be to go 
on endeavouring to raise our percent- 
ages and alsc to begin to win votes from 
disenchanted Tories, of which there are 
now millions. Some new approaches will 
be called for here. 

Naturally, this calls for a continuation 
of the increased emphasis on prepar- 
ation for elections that has marked party 
development during the 1990s. At the 
same time the party must not allow the 
importance of elections to deflect it from 
other vital areas of activity, in particular 
the education and training of its cadres 
of leadership. 

As the old order of British politics 
collapses, 1995 offers immense oppor- 
tunities to our movement. Let us grasp 
those opportunities eagerly and con- 
tinue the great progress of the year just 
gone. 
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PROTECTION OR RUIN! 


Free trade policies have failed utterly; 
JOHN TYNDALL examines alternative options 


A DEVELOPMENT of major importance 
occurred in November when Sir James 
Goldsmith’s book The Trap was published. 
This book is the most significant work for 
many years to have argued the case 
against international free trade from a 
non-socialist point of view while at the 
same time obtaining the mass circulation 
and reviews that at the moment are out of 
reach to publications of the nationalist 
movement. 

Straightaway let us get things into 
perspective. Sir James Goldsmith is no ally 
of ours. He is half-Jewish and half French. 
He is super-rich and a member of the inter- 
national financial establishment, albeit 
something of a maverick one. He is a 
supporter of the European Community and 
moreover a Euro MP, although his position 
on the EC is anti-federalist. Most important 
of all, he believes in the continuation of a 
free trade system within the EC itself while 
opposing such a system on a worldwide 
basis. 

These reservations notwithstanding, The 
Trap must be welcomed as something 
embracing at least half of our case for 
economic nationalism. Goldsmith’s thesis is 
simple and direct and it is the one we have 
been presenting for years in opposition to 
the imports from the countries of the so- 
called ‘Pacific Rim’. Factories in the Far 
East operate at a tiny fraction of the labour 
costs of Europe or North America; Sir 
James, in an article headed ‘Protect or 
Perish’ in The Sunday Telegraph on the 6th 
November, cites the case of Vietnamese and 
Filipinos, 47 of whom can be employed for 
the cost of one such employee in a 
developed nation such as France or the 


United States. International investment. 


capital, recognising this, is relocating at a 
terrifying rate in Far Eastern factories, 
leaving manufacturing industry in the 
developed world starved of investment, and 
then exporting those factories’ products back 
to Europe and North America, where they 
are selling at prices with which western 
producers cannot possibly compete. As Sir 
James says, ‘‘During the past few months 
Boeing, IBM and Advanced Micro Systems, 
among many others, have announced plans 
to transfer production to Asia.’ And: “‘It is 
abundantly clear that transnational corpor- 
ations are no longer linked to their national 
labour forces...”’ 


FALSE YARDSTICK 

Goldsmith, in his Sunday Telegraph 
article, made a useful contribution to the 
economic debate by attacking the tendency 
of orthodox economists to measure a 
nation’s well being almost solely in terms of 
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its Gross National Prodict (GNP), which he 
said was a faulty guide. ‘‘An obvious 
example,’’ he went on, ‘‘is when a calamity 
occurs, such as a hurricane or an earth- 
quake. The immediate consequence is a 
growth in GNP simply because economic 
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‘‘But when a foreign nation does direct its 
excess cash to a nation suffering a deficit, 
that money usually returns in the form of 
investments in assets or in fixed-interest 
debt. Those assets thereby become the 
property of a foreign owner and their 
‘earnings flow to that owner. To illustrate 
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Workers in Asian factories receive wages that would reduce Britons to starvation level. 
Under these conditions we cannot possibly compete. 


activity is increased so as to repair the 
damage.’’ And: ‘‘Among the growth areas 
of economic activity are drug-abuse, crime 
and cancer. In the US it is estimated that 
they contribute 7.4 per cent to the nation’s 
economic activity.”’ 

Goldsmith severely criticised the European 
Commission’s habit of using the GNP 
argument to support its favourable view of 
world free trade. The Commission, he said, 
‘*seems to have forgotten that the purpose of 
the economy is not to succeed in its own 
narrow terms but to serve the true needs of 
society — prosperity, social stability and 
contentment.’’ What possible purpose, he 
asked, ‘‘can there be in almost doubling the 
size of a nation’s economy if the result is 
that the number of those excluded from 
active economic life increases twelvefold?’’ 
This was a reference to the massive rise of 
unemployment in France over the past two 
decades during which that country’s GNP 
rose by 80 per cent. 

Dealing with the trade deficits that many 
western nations are suffering through huge 
imports from East Asia, Goldsmith attacked 
the argument that money leaving these 
nations will flow back in again in the form 
of investment, saying:- 


the consequences, imagine a game of 
poker in which you lose more cash than 
you possess. Instead of paying in cash, 
you hand over ownership of your house 
and you continue to live in it as a tenant 
paying rent. Are we seriously to believe 
that such a transaction has had a nil effect 

on your financial position?”’ 

A week before the Goldsmith article in 
the Daily Telegraph, another handy contrib- 
ution to the anti-free trade viewpoint had 
appeared in the News Review of the Sunday 
Times, headed ‘Into the Abyss’ and written 
by Oxford economist John Gray. Gray’s 
attack on the international free market 
began, oddly enough, with a summary of the 
misery it was bringing to Britain’s middle 
classes — as if blue-collar workers in this 
country had remained relatively unharmed 
by it! Leaving aside this anomaly, we can 
certainly agree with Mr. Gray’s prognosis of 
our future in a world in which what he 
called ‘‘the Asian tiger economies’’ have 
been joined by billions more producers of 
the former communist states ‘‘who have 
suddenly entered the global marketplace.’’ It 
is, he said:- 
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**... the relentless pressure of these new 
cheap-labour sweatshop competitors in a 
global free market on western economies 
that spells ruin and impoverishment for the 
middle classes in Britain and similar 
countries.”’ 


This obsession with the effect on the 
middle classes, to the implied omission of 
other classes, may have something to do 
with Mr. Gray’s self-confessed past history 
as a Thatcherite. It would almost seem as if 
it were quite acceptable to throw millions of 
industrial wage-earners on the scrapheap in 
order to make cheaply priced imports 
available in the’ shops of Finchley and 
Surbiton, but the moment that the knock-on 
consequences of this goods invasion began to 
harm the living standards of the bourgeoisie 
(as of course it was always bound to do) the 
nation should begin to be alarmed! 


TORY DOCTRINE 


This, however, should not deflect us from 
the basic truth of Gray’s thesis, upon which 
he elaborates by examining classical liberal 
(for which read Tory) economic doctrine:- 


“In orthodox economic theory, global free 
trade is an engine for universal prosperity. 
Every country produces what it can make 
most cheaply and then trades. In the free 
exchange of goods all nations benefit. That 
is the theory. 

**This conventional view has been held by 
most economists and politicians in the 
years since the.Second World War. It has 
underlain the strategy of international 
bodies such as the IMF and World Bank 
for four decades. It is held by its advocates 
with the fervour of a religious conviction, 
and those who have opposed it, arguing 
that each nation should shelter the jobs of 
its workers from the unfettered competition 
of other nations, have been dismissed as 
small-minded protectionists. 

“‘Only now is it becoming clear that the 
ideology of free trade obscures the new 
realities in which we live. What is now 
emerging is that turning the world into a 
vast single market will drive wages in 
western countries down to Third World 
levels at the same time as it destroys 
peasant agriculture in the Third World 
itself. 

“‘It is not only western industrial workers 
whose wages will be bid down to levels 
unknown for generations. The argument in 
the Thatcher years was that Britain could 
afford to allow its manufacturing industry 
to die a painful death: those old-fashioned 
industrial jobs could be done more cheaply 
by the low-paid workers of the Far East. 
We would stick to sophisticated service 
industries in which they could not 
compete. 

‘*What is now emerging is that those who 
work in service industries can expect their 
jobs to be exported to low-wage countries. 
With the new information technology, 
many services can be performed at great 
distances with huge savings — as Swissair 
recently showed when it moved its acc- 
ounting department to India...”’ 


While not being quite certain what it is we 
in Britain have in the way of a duty to 
concern ourselves with Third World peasant 
agriculture, we can substantially agree with 


what Mr. Gray has said. The argument that 
service industries could ever replace 
manufacturing as a national earner was a 
non-starter from the word go; those service 
industries could never hope to re-employ 
more than a fraction of those left redundant 
by the closure of our factories. If former 
Thatcherites have taken until now to realise 
this, one must wonder in what ivory towers 
they have been dwelling all these years. 
However, better late than never, as the 
saying goes. 

“Is there an alternative?’’ Gray asks. At 
this point he joins ranks with Sir James 
Goldsmith in advocating free trade within 
Europe while instituting protection against 
outsiders. In his own words: ‘‘... regional 
free-trade areas, free to make bi-lateral 
agreement with each other but also free to 
shut out, by tariffs, imports that undermine 
economic or social stability.’’ 


THE FREE TRADE RETORT 


It is here that Gray’s and Goldsmith’s trail 
of logic begins to falter. Why so we will 
examine later. First, however, we should 
look at one critical response to the protect- 
ionist argument. Paul Goodman, writing in 
the Sunday Telegraph on November 6th in 
reply to the Goldsmith article in the same 
paper on the same day, described Sir James’ 
outlook as ‘wromatic’ (taking this curious 
spelling from a reference to the civil war 
cavaliers in 1066 and All That). Presumably 
this. was to contrast the protectionist idea 
with the hard-headed realism of the free 
traders. This was a bad start, since it is 
surely the latter’s philosophy, with its 
idealistic belief in a world of mutually 
harmonious economic interests between 
nations, that is the furthest from reality. 
However, Mr. Goodman’s reasoning should 
at least be heard. 

His first argument is one that Sir James 
has already answered. He maintains that 
money earned by developing nations through 
exports to the West could not just be sat 
upon; it would have to be reinvested, and 
would thus flow back to the West. Here is 
where we left off with Sir James’ poker 
game. As your opponent wins more money 
off you than you can pay him, he takes your 
house and eventually everything else you 
have, so that you are now living as a tenant 
in what used to be your own home, and of 
course like all tenants you cannot live rent- 
free. The ‘rent’ in this case is the dividends 
on the foreign investment that flow back to 
the investing country instead of into our own 
economy. Yes, some sort of economic 
activity and some sort of economic assets 
are maintained at home, but they are activity 
and assets that increasingly no longer belong 
to us and are therefore increasingly outside 
our control. We end up. as the serfs of 
foreign capital, whose owners may transfer 
it elsewhere the moment the mood takes 
them. 

Mr. Goodman links his already discredited 
argument to another which it is easy to 
discredit with equal quickness. As people’s 


income in the developing (i.e. exporting) 
nations increases it will enable them to buy 
more of our goods. 

This is pure economic abracadabra. Why 
on earth should we assume that merely 
because these peoples have more money in 
their pockets they should spend it on exports 
from Britain? The history of the past two 
decades of Far Eastern economic develop- 
ment points to the very contrary outcome. 
As Japanese incomes have risen from Third 
World levels, those earning them have 
bought mainly Japanese goods and not goods 
from Britain or the West. This is partly 
because Japanese consumers are much more 
nationalistic than ours are and prefer to 
support their own industries, but it is also 
because those goods are, generally speaking, 
cheaper. This rule has added emphasis when 
we come to other Far Eastern nations now at 
a stage where Japan was 20-30 years ago; as 
their peoples’ income rises, they are going 
to buy the goods on offer at the cheapest 
prices, which will be their own or those of 
other Third World countries, if not of Japan. 

This is not mere conjecture; this is what is 
already happening. To get some idea of the 
value to Britain of the expanding purchasing 
power of these South East Asian countries, 
we might take as examples eight countries 
which in the past 5-10 years have been 
rapidly developing manufacturing industries 
in the way that Japan did before them and 
which have been the large-scale recipients of 
western capital. With two of these eight: 
Malaysia and the Phillipines, Britain has a 
trade surplus but only a small one when 
measured as a part of overall GNPs. The 
combined surplus in trade of manufactured 
goods for the first 9 months of 1994 was 
£256.24m, while that in trade of all goods 
was £137.15m. The latter amounts to 0.22 
per cent of the combined GNP of the two 
countries and 0.022 per cent of the GNP of 
the United Kingdom. 

In the case of the other six countries 
Britain has a deficit trade balance with each 
one. Adding all together, the total deficit in 
trade of manufactured goods for the first 
nine months of 1994 was £2.808 billion and 
in trade of all goods £2.065 billion. 

In the meantime, our trade deficit with 
Japan in manufactured goods for the same 
period was £4.901 billion and in all goods 
£4.519 billion. 

The developing Pacific Rim countries that 
have been mentioned presently enjoy an 
average GNP growth of about 7.5 per cent 
a year. It is certainly true that in the coming 
years their people’s purchasing power is 
going to be greatly enhanced. But to deduce 
from this that that purchasing power is going 
to be some kind of asset to Britain is pure 
wishful thinking. It ignores the other side of 
the argument: that with expanding purch- 
asing power is going to come expanding 
productive power. The enlargement of the 
world consumer market to which, theoret- 


ically, British exporters will have access will 


be accompanied by an even greater enlarge- 
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ment in total world manufacturing - and 
exporting capacity — greater because there 
is not the slightest doubt that wage rises in 
the developing Pacific Rim countries are 
going to lag a long way behind the rise in 
their output of goods for export. 


LIBERAL DREAMWORLD 


Mr. Goodman, having dismissed protect- 
ionists as ‘(w)romantics’, i.e. living in a 
world of idealistic dreams, is, like most 
economic liberals, doing precisely that. He 
is seizing upon theories and presenting and 
presenting them as established facts. Because 
in theory Taiwanese, Koreans and Malay- 
sians, with more money to spend, will spend 
it on British goods, it becomes a fact that 
they will do so! 

‘*Yes,’’ says Mr. Goodman, ‘‘free trade 
works!’’ And he follows this up by trotting 
out the familiar Adam Smith formula: ‘‘... 
by allowing each country to benefit both by 
selling abroad those goods and services it 
produces best, and by consuming those that 
are either not available or over-priced 
domestically.’’ Tell that to families whose 
men once mined coal in South Wales, built 
ships on the Tyne and made shoes in the 
East Midlands! 

Mr. Goodman’s next argument for free 
trade was that it minimises state power. 
Well, whether that is a desirable thing or 
not, the argument is not an economic one 
but a political one. It bears upon economics 
only to the extent that state power is used to 
benefit or hinder the economy — or, to put 
it another way, whether minimum state 
power benefits or hinders the economy. The 
likes of Mr. Goodman fail to offer the 
slightest evidence that the British economy 
has, over the past decade and a half, 
benefited from reduced state intervention. 
All the evidence points the other way. 

Nothing — absolutely nothing, it seems — 
will defelect Mr. Goodman away from his 
theorising and hypothesising. The next thing 
we find him doing is engaging in little 
parables, and even using storybook names to 
illustrate his point. ‘‘If Ruritania has oil but 
no corn,’’ he says, ‘‘and Transylvania has 
corn but no oil, free trade will enable them 
to buy and sell the required products from 
each other, making a war over resources less 
likely.’’ It seems not to occur to Mr. 
Goodman (or if it does he conveniently 
ignores it) that the great bulk of Britain’s 
present import bill is not for items of trade 
that she cannot produce herself but, on the 
contrary, those very goods on which her 
economic power and prosperity have been 
built: the products of manufacturing 
industry, engineering and technology. We, 
Mr. Goodman, are neither Ruritania nor 
Transylvania! 


GAMBLING ON HISTORY 


A little further on, we find Mr. Goodman 
again gazing into his crystal ball. Just as he 
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has told us that — one day at least — more 
money in the pockets of Asiatics will mean 
more Asiatic purchases of British goods, 
now he tells us that — one day at least — 
the present imbalance of trade will even out. 
Speaking of the second half of the 19th 
century, he says:- 

‘‘Britain’s trading advantage diminished as 
other countries industrialised. The same 
pattern will surely be seen in the newly 
developing countries. If the gap in living 
standards between them and the western 
world is unprecedented, this makes free 
trade all the more necessary, since it 
provides the best means of raising their 
living standards rapidly.’’ 

Here seem to be two arguments in one. In 
the first case it appears that Mr. Goodman is 
telling the unemployed in Britain that what 
will happen at some unspecified date in the 
future will be the reverse of what happened 
in the now distant past. The developing 
industrial nations of Asia and elsewhere will 
eventually lose their trading advantage over 
Britain just as Britain eventually lost the 
trading advantage it had resulting from its 
lead in the first industrial revolution. This of 
course will happen when wages in these 
developing nations come up to British and 
other western levels. In the meantime we say 
to the jobless in this country: ‘‘Be patient 
folks. If you wait till Filipino factory 
workers are earning as much as ours are, 
everything will come right!”’ 

And of course, while this long wait 
continues, those scratching out a life on the 
dole in Britain can compensate themselves 
with the elevating thought that it is all in the 
good cause of raising the living standards of 
Filipinos and others thousands of miles away 
over whose fate we, as good world citizens, 
should be passionately concerned and for 
whose increased comforts we should be 
prepared to make indefinite sacrifices! 


PAYING FOR UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr. Goodman ends the lesson by telling 
us that protectionism... 

«* .. cannot be used as a last-gasp weapon 

to win a war... against unemployment and 
poverty. It can win a few short-term 
victories: But the cost — inflation, 
uncompetitiveness, state intervention — 
ensures defeat in the long run...’’ 


Mr. Goodman, by linking protection to 
inflation, shows quite clearly that he knows 
very little about either. Presumably he is 
trying to say that protection will force up the 
prices of goods and therefore ‘inflate’. This 
is best answered by ex-MP and junior 
minister Alan Clark, himself an advocate of 
protection, who has said that: ‘‘No economy 
is rich enough to pay for unemployment for 
its own citizens as well as the wages of the 
people who are making the suff we want to 
buy.”’ 

As for uncompetitiveness, the truth is that 
if free trade had made British industry 


. competitive we would not now be carrying 


a desperate balance-of-payments deficit by 


singularly failing to sell in world markets 


anything like the volume of goods our rivals 
sell to us. On the other hand, if protection 
makes a nation uncompetitive, how is that 
Japan — which practises it effectively if not 
officially — has risen to the position of 
trading dominance that she enjoys today? 


DISASTER TO THE SYSTEM 


The facts pointing to the unworkable 
nature of the present world free trade system 
and therefore to its eventual collapse are 
today so overwhelming that it will not be so 
very long before that system has few more 
apologists than the Flat Earth Society. Sir 
James Goldsmith is merely a little ahead of 
others in the milieu to which he belongs in 
recognising the writing on the wall. As he 
himself says, the system ‘‘will provoke a 
disaster unparalleled in the history of 
mankind.’’ Exactly how Sir James himself 
sees that disaster one cannot know for 
certain, but it could well be that he is just 
being a little more percipient than his peers 
in anticipating not only the economic 
destruction that it will bring about in western 
countries but, perhaps more to the point, the 
political upheaval that could occur as a 
response to that destruction. It may indeed 
be a political upheaval of a kind that would 
not be welcome to the Goldsmiths of this 
world. Would it not therefore be logical to 
people like Sir James to raise the danger 
signals now so that the inevitable backlash 
against the consequences of the free trade 
system may be absorbed and channelled with 
today’s existing political power structure 
maintained intact? In other words, let the 
‘Establishment’ recognise its own error and 
move to correct it on its own terms and 
within its own institutional orbit rather than 
go down with it lock, stock and barrel! 

It is perhaps for this reason that protection 
has now become an acceptable subject for 
debate provided that it means protection by 
Europe and against those outside Europe, 
not by the nations of Europe against each 
other. In the latter case protection would 
amount to economic nationalism and thus, 
so far as the ‘Establishment’ is concerned, 
still utterly outside the pale. 


EUROPE NOT THE ANSWER 


It is certainly true that a protectionist 
Europe, along the lines suggested by Sir 
James Goldsmith and Mr. Gray, would 
eliminate some of the very worst excesses 
bound to result from the global free trade 
system as it stands. The principal advantage 
of that protecton is, needless to say, that it 
would eliminate the quite farcical rules that 
compel countries with First World wage 
levels to compete with those where wages 
are only one notch up from those of the 
Third World, where — as one example has 
illustrated — 47 Vietnamese or Filipinos can 
be employed at the labour cost of one 
French or American worker, thus giving the 
latter no chance of producing goods at a 
competitive price. Free trade within Europe 
but not with the world beyond would create 
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a system in which industries competed 
without this crippling handicap. That, 
however is very far from saying that free 
trade within Europe would be either 
workable or to the advantage of Britain. 

It could only be workable within a set of 
circumstances which are now in the process 
of being ruled out by a growing consensus in 
all the countries of Europe. Nothing could 
stop wage differentials between European 
countries opening up similar conditions of 
price cutting to those we see on the global 
level — except the imposition of wage parity 
upon those countries by a supra-national 
European authority. Granted that, without. 
such imposition, wage differentials would 
not be likely to exist to the same extreme 
degrees as between Europe and East Asia, 
and that therefore price-cutting would not 
reach the same intensity. Price-cutting 
would, however, be quite severe enough to 
make all the difference between survival and 
ruin to much of British industry. Wages in 
the poorer European countries — particularly 
with many new members now about to join 
from the former Eastern Bloc — could be 
pegged at levels that were high enough to 
provide workers with adequate living 
standards but at the same time low enough 
to undercut by a considerable margin the 
goods produced by their richer neighbours. 
This would force down wages in the latter 
countries and thus reduce purchasing power 
in their home markets. As stated before, 
such price-cutting could not be avoided 
except within the context of a uniform 
European wage system, which could only be 
imposed by a European central authority. Sir 
James Goldsmith is in what is now the main- 
stream of thinking in both Britain and most 
of Continental Europe in rejecting any such 
central authority. 


UNWORKABLE 


There are, however, two other reasons 
why a European trading area, with or 
without protection against the outside world, 
cannot in the long run work, and they are 
reasons which this magazine has consistently 
put forward in opposition to British 
membership of Europe for the past thirty 
years. One is economic and the other is 
political. 

A common trading area can make 
economic sense when the economies of the 
nations comprising it are complementary; 
that is when those economies are differently 
structured so that Nation 1 produces what 
Nation 2 needs, and vice versa. If the 
nations of Europe were divided roughly 
equally between natural primary producers 
and natural secondary producers, the 
exchange of goods resulting could strike 
something approximate to a harmony of 
interests within the whole — though that 
would not eliminate political factors that 
might cause one or another member nation 
to act separately from the rest whenever 
circumstance suited. 

These conditions, however, simply do not 
exist and cannot exist within the European 


Community. That Community considered as 
a whole has a manufacturing output far 


beyond the capacity of its own internal 


market to absorb. This means that either: (a) 
the survival of manufacturing industry in one 
nation can only be ensured by the atrophy, 
if not the ruin, of manufacturing industry in 
another; or (b) that the great surplus of 
manufactured goods produced by the Comm- 
unity as a whole has to be disposed of on 
world markets, in which case industries are 
forced to compete according to the same 
rules of international trade as those operating 
at present which are now having such 
ruinous consequences. 

In fact something of the conditions of both 
(a) and (b) are now operating. Export 
success on the part of manufacturers in one 
country is being achieved only at the 
expense of manufacturers in others, while all 
European manufacturers are, to one extent 
or another, being hard hit by cut-price 
competition from outside Europe. 

Europe at the same time is under- 
resourced in energy products and minerals, 
making exports anyway necessary to the 
purchase of imports of these items — thus 


.compounding the problem. It means in effect 


that Europe cannot be insulated from the 
world economy, even if it wanted to be. 

The only context in which it would be 
economically practical to form a trading area 
in which something near parity of wage 
levels would make competition fair would be 
that such an area would possess markets able 
to absorb all its own manufactured produce 
and minerals and energy sources sufficient 
for all its own needs — or at least nearly so 
in both cases — so that the need for external 
trade would be minimal. 


THE NATIONAL FACTOR 


It is here that political realities intrude to 
render impractical the vast majority of alter- 
native trading areas that might have been 
practical from the purely economic view- 
point. These same political realities in 
addition make it impossible to achieve a true 
harmony of interests within Europe even 
under the hypothetical conditions in which 
economic harmony were possible. These 
political realities, whether looked at in the 
European context or in a wider global 
context, boil down to our having to 
recognise the elemental and insurmountable 
force of ethnic nationalism. 

This is the ethnic nationalism that has 
already brought the communist system of 
Eastern Europe crashing down in ruins, and 
which frustrates at every turn the effective 
working of the present European Comm- 
unity. Try as they will, the globalists, inter- 
nationalists and_ self-appointed ‘world 
citizens’ who control so much of our politics 
and mass media almost everywhere cannot 
succeed in getting us to think, feel and act as 
anything other than Britons, Germans, 
Frenchmen, Russians, Americans and, 
perhaps most significantly of all, Japanese. 
Nationality, national sentiment and national 
interest are the rocks on which all cross- 


border schemes, well-intended and _ ill- 
intended, continue to flounder. 

The reference here to Japan is both 
relevant and intentional. Japanese political 
leaders, economists and industrialists and 
bankers, much more than those of the other 
nations mentioned, think essentially in 
national terms, and furthermore their 
economic institutions are geared to meet 
national needs. This is what has made 
possible a co-ordinated policy aimed at 
massive economic development over the past 
30-40 years, a development that has given 
virtual world economic supremacy to a 
nation not so long ago defeated and anni- 
hilated in war and inhabiting a group of 
islands not much larger than Britain and 
possessing far less in the way of natural 
resources. 


WHY JAPAN IS STRONG 
Japanese success is by common acknow- 
ledgement based on the existence of an 
industrious and intelligent workforce, but it 
is based on much more besides. This ‘much 
more’ might be summarised as consisting of 
three main factors:- 
(1) Nationalism: As_ mentioned 
earlier, the national sense in the 
Japanese is much more highly devel- 
oped than in her western competitors. 
This means that all international 
economic activity in which Japan is 
engaged is looked at wholly from the 
standpoint of national self-interest. 
(2) Forward planning: Japanese 
economic life is never left to hap- 
hazard, laissez-faire forces. The devel- 
opment of key world-conquering 
Japanese industries, like motors, 
photographic equipment, TV sets and 
other domestic electrical goods, has 
been blueprinted decades in advance, 
with short-term advantages never 
allowed to override long-term goals. 
In this development government, 
finance and industry work as an 
integral whole — in stark contrast to 
conditions in Britain, where financial 
institutions and manufacturing industry 
usually operate as if constituting 
entirely separate interests. 
(3) Protection: While giving lip- 
service to free trade principles, the 
Japanese have protected their own 
domestic manu-facturing industries by 
a vast complex-ity of trade practices, 
some official, some not. These have 
included all manner of bureaucratic 
hindrances to foreign exporters 
seeking to sell their goods in the 
Japanese market. Under international 
pressure, some of these hindrances 
have more recently been removed. 
However, their existence for so long 
has enabled Japan to build up such 
formidable industrial strength that she 
can now compete without them. Add 
to this the fact that, as mentioned 
earlier, Japanese tend naturally to buy 
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their own industry’s products out of 
patriotic instinct. The result is a 
concealed protective barrier which is 
as potent as any official one. 


Emerging from these conditions is a 
fourth factor which today gives Japan a huge 
advantage in world trade. Her export drive 
starts from the base of a large and secure 
home market, where profit margins can 
ensure essential industrial viability, thus 
making exports the icing on the cake. 
Contrast this with just three examples in 
British industry, Jaguar, Rover and Rolls 
Royce motors. Each depend so much for 
their survival on overseas markets (in the 
case of Jaguar and Rolls the American 
market) that if those markets recede they are 
in deep trouble. The result of this was that 
Jaguar faced ruin and was taken over by the 
US-based Ford conglomerate and Rover 
could not expand without being bought by 
by BMW of Germany; Rolls meanwhile may 
also shortly be eaten up by BMW. With a 
firm position in a protected British home 
market, all of these great companies could 
have prospered while remaining under 
British control and ownership. As it is, it is 
by no means certain that either Jaguar or 
Rover will survive under their new foreign 
owners. 


BRITAIN’S ADVANTAGES 


In Britain all the conditions exist which 
would make it possible for us to emulate 
Japan — with the additional factor that we 
possess large domestic reserves of coal and 
oil. The one necessity is that we embrace a 
doctrine of economic nationalism. This 
means two things above all else. 

Firstly, we should erect protective barriers 
against imports of goods which the British 
economy is able to supply itself. This would 
include all manufactured products and also 
coal. It should include food products though 
with some limits and on a more selective 
basis. The protection could take the form of 
high tariffs or an outright trade embargo — 
that is a topic for a separate discussion. It 
would of course have to be progressive, as 
the present gutted state of British manufac- 
turing industry would make it quite 
impossible for all needs to be supplied from 
national sources immediately. 

It goes without saying that this policy 
would not be possible except by British 
withdrawal from the European Community 
and British repudiation of such international 
treaties as GATT. 

Secondly, British financial institutions 
must given a complete overhaul whereby 
they are made to work as the handmaidens 
of British industry — ‘industry’ here 
meaning all productive sectors of the 
economy, including mining and agriculture. 
One essential condition of this would be that 
strict controls be placed on the export of 
British capital so as to ensure that that 


Page ten 


INVASION! 


Weeds Reais 


Toyotas lined up on a quayside having just come off the boat from Japan. Governments 
in this country have tamely sat back and let this import flood nearly destroy the British 
motor industry. 


capital never operates except in the British 
interest. 

To the proposition that Britain should 
adopt protection there will of course be the 
familiar response that this would invite retal- 
iatory measures. This is simply answered. In 
the first place, were there a total worldwide 
retaliation British manufacturing industry 
would gain approximately £9 billion a year 
more by trade in the home market than it 
would lose in overseas markets, this being 
our most recently recorded balance of trade 
deficit (1993) in manufactured goods. In the 
second place, such a total retaliation would 
in fact never happen. There are ample 
number of countries which buy our manu- 
factured products which would in no way be 
hit by protection against manufactured 
imports by Britain. The inducement to these 
countries to buy our exports would anyway 
in the future be greater rather than less, as a 
much stronger British industry geared to a 
protected home market could, like that of 
Japan today, be much more competitive 
internationally. 


ALTERNATIVE TRADING AREA 


None of the foregoing is to deny that 
there would be great advantages to Britain in 
belonging to an enlarged trading area. What 
has to be knocked on the head here and now 
is the idea that we should regard such a 
trading area as the essential prop of our 
prosperity and the ingredient without which 
no future projections for economic policy are 
possible. We should begin from the premise 
that the only resource on which we can rely 
is the United Kingdom itself: its natural 
wealth and, even more, the skills, industry 
and inventiveness of its people. All 
immediate policy should be concentrated on 
building up the industrial strength of the 
United Kingdom in the same way as the 
industrial strength of Japan was built: by a 
single-mindedly nationalist approach to all 
economic questions and by planning and co- 
ordination between government, finance and 
industry in the pursuit of clear-sighted 
national goals. 

Then, as a later stage of this development, 

Contd. on next page 


and after self-generated industrial resur- 
gence in Britain is well under way, we 
should be prepared to look at options for 
participation in an enlarged trading area. 
Here the crucial question is: which area? 
The answer must be: an area in which the 
other participant nations have economies that 
are complementary to our own rather than 
competitive to our own, whose expanding 


trade is not achieved at the expense of our. 


expanding trade. This means participant 
nations whose economies are built largely on 
primary production, that is on food, natural 
energy sources and above all minerals. 

All the better still if those same nations 
with whom we participate in such an 
enlarged area are nations with whom we do 
not inherit a tradition of national ethnic 
rivalries: nations, that is, with whom there 
is at least a degree — if not a totality — of 
ethnic kinship. 

There are two nations that fit immediately 
into this category. They are Australia and 
New Zealand. 

Both nations, while not deficient in 
industrial development, possess economies 
that are based mainly on exports of primary 
products: in the case of Australia food, wool 
and minerals; in that of New Zealand food 
(mainly dairy products) and wool, with 
minerals in a much lesser role 

At the conclusion of World War II both 
countries contained populations that were 
overwhelmingly of British origin and to a 
great degree British in sympathy and 
loyalties. In the intervening years, immig- 
ration from elsewhere has reduced the 
predominance of the British element and to 
no small extent eroded the ties of sentiment 
that were the result of this. At the same time 
it is only right to point out that at least equal 
in its effect on these changes has been 
Britain’s reorientation of policy away from 
White Commonwealth and towards Europe. 
A reversal of that policy would do a great 
deal to restore pro-British feeling in both 
countries. 

For, notwithstanding extensivenon-British 
immigration, still about 75 per cent of the 
population of Australia is ethnically British 
while in New Zealand this proportion is yet 
larger. 


DICTATES OF SELF-INTEREST 


Neither present political conditions nor 
present fashions in public opinion in 
Australia and New Zealand should necess- 
arily be seen as the yardstick of what is 
possible in the way of future policy. If that 
were so, could it be argued that the divisions 
in Europe raging in the midst of the Second 
World War created any possibility for the 
later formation of the EC? The natural 
structures of nations, based as these are on 
their racial composition and economic 
resources and interests, are of far more 
importance than transient political trends. 

And if it be asked whether Britain could 
persuade these nations of the Antipodes to 
be participants with her in a common trading 
area, taking into account post-imperial 


attitudes, that question can quite easily be 
answered by saying that the economic 
interests of both would render it madness for 
them to refuse. 

Both nations have suffered serious 
economic decline and a drop in living 
standards as a result of their diminished 
trade with Britain. Decades ago their GNPs 
per head were substantially higher than 
Britain’s. Now Australia’s is only fraction- 
ally higher at $18,000, whilst New 
Zealand’s is considerably lower at $13,500. 

A trading agreement which guaranteed 
both nations preferential entry of their food 
products, wool and minerals into Britain on 
the basis that formerly existed and which 
made for their former prosperity would be 
of immense benefit to them, whilst in 
Britain’s case it would result, for a start, in 
a greatly reduced food bill for each family. 

At the same time such a trading 
agreement could give British industry an 
expanded market of more than 20 million 
consumers. A price to pay would be that 
manufactured products from Australia and 
New Zealand would be allowed tariff-free 
entry into Britain, but this would be a very 
small price to pay by comparison with what 
is now paid under EC and global free trade 
arrangements. 

Under present conditions, Australians and 
New Zealanders have to pay higher prices 
for British manufactured goods than for 
those of Japan and other countries in East 
Asia, but these price differences could be 
vastly reduced under new conditions in 
which British industry was regenerated 
behind protective barriers. At the same time 
the tremendous boom in trade for the 
indigenous products of Australia and New 
Zealand would more than compensate. This 
is not supposition; this is historical fact. 
Both countries were much more prosperous 
when paying more for imported manufac- 
tured goods but maintaining a huge and 
secure export trade in the products in which 
they specialised. 


CANADA 


A more long-term possibility is that 
Canada might also be induced to join such a 
trading area. Here again, a calculation of 
that nation’s present and future self-interest 
is a more reliable guide than memories of 
old imperial ties. However, there are a 
number of conditions which could work in 
favour of such a development. It is 
important to recognise certain factors which 
dictate Canadian interests and policy just as 
we recognise factors that dictate Australian 
and New Zealand interests and policy. 

A dominanting thought among Canadians 
of the present generation is that of the 
country’s fragile national existence, an 
existence threatened by the economic 
dominance of her much larger southern 
neighbour, the United States, and the danger 
to national unity posed by French Canadian 
separatism. Both factors could in fact work 
to strengthen the attraction of a closer 
trading relationship with Britain. 


Canada is further developed as a manufac- 
turing country than are Australia or New 
Zealand. On the debit side, an unacceptable 
portion (to Canadians) of the country’s 
industry is US-owned, and its survival is far 
too heavily dependent upon the US market. 
At the same time the Canadian economy, 
like those of Australia and New Zealand, is 
still based to an enormous degree on the 
export of primary products. As in the case 
of Australia and New Zealand, the income 
from this export trade is no use unless it is 
spent on imports. Preferential terms of entry 
offered by Britain to Canadian primary 
products could open the door to a greatly 
increased market in Canada for British 
exports. 

The Francophone element in Canada was 
always a factor militating against closer 
Canadian ties with Britain. There is now 
every possibility that French-speaking 
Quebec will secede from the Canadian 
Federation or, at the very least, acquire a 
status that will make its links with the rest of 
the country strictly formal and based much 
more on convenience than sentiment. In 
whatever event, the demands of the French- 
speakers over the past three decades have 
led to a backlash among English-speaking 
Canadians which further threatens the unity 
of the country and has created something of 
an identity crisis. 

Even in a purely English-speaking Canada 
the portion of the population descended from 
non-British immigrants is much higher than 
in Australia or New Zealand. Nevertheless, 
it still constitutes by far the largest single 
group and might again become the one that 
has the greatest influence over policy — this 


depending greatly on events elsewhere. 


The possibility of Canada joining a 
common trading area with Britain, Australia 
and New Zealand is something that would be 
easier to assess at a time when such an area 
had already been formed by the latter three 
countries and been seen to work to the great 
benefit of all. It remains a prospect that 
would be thoroughly desirable and should 
certainly not be ruled out. 

Of course there would not be the slightest 
chance of any of this happening under 
present political conditions, but all of the 
options examined in this article must of 
necessity assume a vast upheaval in the 
politics of all countries mentioned, not least 
our own. As we approach the end of the 
20th century, such an upheaval — of some 
kind — appears increasingly likely. An old 
system is nearing the point of collapse. It is 
our task to begin now thinking seriously 
about what is to replace it when it finally 
falls. 


No limits are now set to the exploitation of the 
backward labour of the Orient in competition with 
the skilled labour of the West. An oriental can 
work for ten hours a day, in exchange for a few 
bowls of rice... To press a button at regular 
intervals in the simplified processes of mass 
production while he dreams of other things is to 
him most appropriate and congenial labour. 

Oswald Mosley, The Greater Britain (1933) 
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A COVER-UP JOB 


Media reports try to hide racial identity of knifeman 
after berserk rampage in Birmingham store 


A man went berserk with a knife in 
Rackhams’ department store in Birming- 
ham on the 8th December and stabbed 15 
shoppers and staff. There were scenes of 
terror as he rampaged through the store 
for 10 minutes, slashing at the throats of 
people picked on at random. Eventually 
police restored order, overpowering the 
man and taking him away. The next day 
he appeared in court facing three charges 
of attempted murder. Nothing quite like 
this incident has been seen in Britain 
within living memory, although there 
have been one or two similar occurrences 
in the United States, where lunatics of 
this kind are somewhat more common 
currency. 

The dramatic story of the incident 
broke later in. the day on the evening’s 
TV news. Straightaway the question of 
the race of the attacker became the 
subject of speculation. One early clue was 
provided when the news reports failed to 
describe him as ‘white’ — something that 
is invariably done when the culprit 
answers to that description. A hint as to 
the man’s race was given in a shot which 
showed a posse of police carrying him 
away. Despite every effort to conceal 
him, a dark-looking hand showed 
through, and our suspicions were immed- 
iately aroused. Was this another 
attempted cover-up designed by those 
who seek to assure us that all is lovely in 
the garden of the multi-racial society? 

Well, the cover-up did not last long. 
On the early morning news next day, 
though the announcer made no reference 
to the stabber’s race, one witness did, 
and our suspicions were confirmed: he 
was indeed black. What now became the 
interesting question was how the news- 
papers would report the affair. 


‘BLACK KNIFEMAN’ 

The Sun report was the most forth- 
right. It referred quite unambiguously 
and unequivocally to ‘the black knife- 
man,’ as well as giving a description of 
his height (6ft) and his clothing (a khaki 
anorak). The Daily Mail, sometimes 
though not always living up to the 
standards of honest journalism, was 
rather coy. No doubt its editor quailed a 
little at the prospect of the race relations 
industry’s thought police landing on his 
neck. The reporters, Peter Rose and 
Aubrey Chalmers, were not themselves 
permitted to mention the race of the 
attacker (even if they had wished to do so 
in the first place). They just described his 
height and the colour of his jacket. 
However, in a subtly inserted piece 
towards the end one of the man’s neigh- 
bours was quoted as referring to his 
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mother as ‘‘a jolly West Indian lady.” 

The Daily Express and The Daily Star 
got the message over by similar means, 
both throwing the onus of revealing the 
truth onto the same witness, Mr. Peter 
Barnes, who clearly, from the similarity 
of the reports, must have spoken to a 
number of media folk at the same time. 
Mr. Barnes, one of the shoppers present 
in the store when the mayhem occurred, 
said: ‘“‘Suddenly I saw a man of Afro- 
Caribbean origin carrying a knife which 
seemed a foot long.”’ Mr. Barnes was 
quoted virtually identically in both 
papers, which also gave the other 
relevant descriptions. 

Today, not entirely unpredictably, 
failed to make any reference to the 
attacker’s colour. As in the other papers, 
he was described as ‘“‘khaki-clad”’ and 
**6ft tall.”’ Additionally, he was reported 
to be powerfully built and in his 
thirties. As in some of the other reports, 
it was stated that he was unemployed, 
that he lived alone in the Aston district of 
the city and that he had a history of 
mental disorders. 

No doubt, the editor of Today, if 
questioned as to his failure to mention 
that the man was black, would reply that 
he was abiding by the code laid down by 
the National Union of Journalists which 
states that the race of a lawbreaker 
should not be stated in press reports 
“unless it is relevant.”’ In the eyes of 
Today it clearly was not relevant but the 
man’s height and build, approximate age, 
clothing, place of residence, unemployed 
status and medical history were relevant. 
Work that one out if you can! 

The Daily Mirror, also giving various 
other ‘relevant’ details about the att- 
acker, declined to mention his ethnicity. 


UPMARKET PRESS COVERS UP 
Perhaps most interestingly of all, not 
one single one of the ‘upmarket’ papers 
made any reference to the race of the 
knife-wielder. In The Times, The Indep- 
endent, The Guardian and, disappoint- 
ingly, The Daily Telegraph, other descrip- 
tions were given but the key question of 
ethnic origins was neatly censored out. 
Most craftily of all, The Daily Telegraph 
put in the exact same quote from Mr. 
Barnes about a man carrying a knife 
about a foot long but excluded his 
description of him as ‘Afro-Caribbean’. 
So, after all was said and done the 
racial identity of the knife-wielding 
lunatic was in fact revealed. Freedom of 
the press in Britain, while under constant 
threat, is not dead entirely. But this 
affair should scarcely give grounds for 
complacency. Out of ten national daily 
newspapers, a minority (four) dared to 
print the truth, albeit with three of them 
doing so in a roundabout manner. The 
other six, including all the papers read 
by the white-collar classes and pretending 
to a higher level of journalism than the 
despised ‘tabloids’, hid the truth. That 
should provide food for deep thought. 
As these words are being written, tele- 
vision reports of the incident have for the 
most part played the same game as the 
‘quality’ newspapers, though the facts 
have seeped out here and there. Food for 
thought again. : 
Clearly, a lot of very powerful and 
influential people would have preferred 
us not to have known the most crucial 
fact about the madman of Rackhams. It 
was not for want of trying that they did 
not entirely succeed. 


TERRIFIED SHOPPERS 
These women were among those in great distress and treated for shock after 
the knifeman had completed his rampage 


OF ene! Tralee 


NATIONALISTS AND THE 


POLICE 


FRANK KIMBAL-JOHNSON suggests rules of guidance 


IN THEORY, a truly democratic state is 
supposed to enact laws which have the 
overwhelming support of the public at 
large, thus insuring public cooperation 
with the police on virtually all occasions. 
Ideally, therefore, the police officer is 
empowered by the ordinary citizen to act 
on his or her behalf in protecting the 
persons and property of anybody and 
everybody regardless of their social rank 
or political allegiance; and he must be 
seen to do this in a socially acceptable way 
at all times and within a clearly defined 
disciplinary code. 

This accepted, there would seem to be no 
circumstance in which the genuinely 
patriotic subject and the police officer should 
find themselves in conflict; indeed, anyone 
resisting or obstructing the police would be 
committing a criminal offence. But we do 
not live in an ideal society, much less an 
ideal world. To begin with, the laws enacted 
by politicians are sometimes misconceived, 
inherently unpatriotic or just badly-drafted 
and more or less unworkable. Even so, the 
police officer is obliged to enforce 
compliance with those laws regardless, until 
such time as they are replaced or modified 
by Parliament. 

In a totalitarian state such as the former 
USSR, China and most Third World 
republics, the laws themselves are more 
often than not inherently oppressive and 
unjust from the standpoint of more civilised 
societies, hence the so-called political 
refugees we hear so much about. But even 
in Britain we are now subject to laws which 
do not reflect the real interests of the British 
people on issues like coloured immigration, 
terrorism, capital punishment, crime and 
delinquency, maintenance of public order 
and of a worthwhile nation state. Faced with 
this, the genuinely patriotic individual has 
the following options:- 

@ In the short term, to submit to such 

legal impositions on pain of being 


criminalised. 
@ To exploit every opportunity to 
defeat or evade the operation of 


unacceptable laws short of exposing 
himself to immediate legal penalties. 
This may involve covert action with like 
minded individuals or some form of 
‘civil disobedience’ or simple ‘passive 
resistance’ difficult to detect or 
prosecute. 

@ To mount public demonstrations to 
protest against the introduction and 
enforcement of anti-British 


legislation. 
@ Publication 4nd distribution of 
literature which, directly or 


indirectly, challenges the substance 
and/or legitimacy of the offensive 
laws. 

@ Political campaigning and 
electioneering to replace those parties 
or politicians perceived as acting 
against the longer-term best interests 
of the British people. This means 
active membership of genuine 
nationalist movements or at the very 
least providing such movements with 
moral and material support as well as 
giving them votes at local and 
national elections. 

Active and sometimes even passive 
resistance to the offending laws is quite 
likely to bring nationalist individuals into 
encounters with more or less zealous police 
officers enforcing them, and it is therefore 
appropriate to consider how one should react 
on these occasions and how, in general, one 
should deal with community/police 
relationships. 

Let it be clearly understood that, as 
enunciated at the infamous Nuremberg trials, 
no individual can evade conviction by 
claiming that he or she was merely obeying 
official instructions and implementing the 
law as it then stood, when that law or 
instruction was itself ‘criminal’ in the eyes 
of the judges now presiding. By the same 
token, no police officer can dodge the 
charge of treachery when he or she is 
ultimately brought to account for enforcing 
laws which, in effect, threaten the survival 
of Britain as a nation state and homeland for 
the authentically British folk. 

It will be no defence to say **But I was 
only obeying orders’’ or ‘“‘I dared not 
disobey such orders for fear of the personal 
consequences.’’ The Nuremberg dictum is 
now accepted as a principle of international 
law and therefore we are just as free to 
invoke it as anyone else. Of course, jurists 
would hasten to say that the Nuremberg 
dictum referred to laws or instructions which 
‘“‘ran counter to the general principles of 
humanity’’ as perceived by the judges in that 
court. But then we regard it as a 
fundamental principle that those individuals 
acting in support of measures designed to 
subvert the continuation of Britain as an 
independent nation state, to surrender more 
and more of its territory and assets to alien 
invaders and to persecute genuine patriots, 
are guilty of treachery as that term is 
generally understood in all countries of the 
world. Accordingly, every police officer 
should recognise that a uniform and warrant 
card are no more than short term expedients 
within a particular political milieu and give 
no guarantee against subsequent prosecution 


in a different milieu. 

Like the rest of us, the police officer has 
to decide where his or her allegiance 
properly belongs: to the current political 
regime or to the British people as his own 
kinsfolk and to their natural heritage. Just 
as, even under a totalitarian regime, a high- 
principled official can contrive to subvert or 
frustrate the powers-that-be, the British 
police officer has a similar responsibility not 
to be a zealous enforcer of fundamentally 
anti-British laws. Like his totalitarian 
counterpart, he will naturally need to be 
exceedingly prudent, circumspect and 
resourceful to maintain the appearance of 
zealous conformity with the law as it stands 
whilst actually failing to enforce it in all its 
rigour. If, as the Nuremberg dictum insists, 
fear of summary execution for failing to 
obey an official order is no defence, then a 
fortiori the British police officer has no 
conceivable excuse for implementing laws 
calculated to destroy his own kinsfolks’ 
future. 

Certain very ambitious police officers will 
of course go out of their way to impress the 
Establishment with their zeal as instruments 
of current official policy, regardless of the 
consequences for other people. With an eye 
to the most senior ranks and possible 
honours, they will apply themselves to 
persecuting genuine British patriots with all 
the grim determination and self-justifying 
piety of any medieval witch-finder or agent 
of the Spanish Inquisition. They can be seen 
ingratiating themselves with the media Mafia 
and like-minded politicos almost any day of 
the week. There is little to choose between 
the Vicar and the Chief Constable of Bray. 

Such individuals are of course 
contemptible and _ their unfortunate 
subordinates should regard it as a matter of 
honour to do _ everything possible to 
undermine their authority and frustrate their 
efforts. When no less a personage than the 
Metropolitan Police Commissioner 
announces that he is going to make ‘‘the 
fight against racism’’ a top priority, then we 
know we are dealing with a political 
apparatchik of the worst kind rather than a 
dedicated defender of the British people. 
The ordinary rank and file police officer 
should never lose sight of the fact that a 
major cause of escalating crime and social 
disintegration is the Establishments’ policy 
of multiracialism; and that using the police 
to enforce that policy is like employing 
doctors to spread disease. 

British patriots’ message to the police 
force in general might summarised in the 
following terms: - 


Contd. overleaf 
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NATIONALISTS AND THE POLICE 
(Cont. from prev. page) 


@ We are not in any sense enemies of 
society; our overriding aim is to 
preserve and develop all that is best 
in the uniquely valuable and noble 
traditions of British justice, 
traditions, culture and kinship. 

@ As. individuals, we are more 
committed than most to maintaining 
civilised standards of behaviour and 
trying to ensure that the British 
people are properly protected and 
supported by sensible government 
policies. Accordingly, we can be 
counted upon to support the police 
on all occasions when they are 
manifestly serving the national 
interest by keeping the peace and 
protecting life and property against 
criminal elements. We are therefore 
much more the policemans’ friend 
than any of the so-called ‘liberals’ 
busily undermining and unravelling 
everything that makes for national 
security, prosperity and _ social 
cohesion. 

@In an allegedly democratic society 
every police officer has a duty to 
protect the ordinary citizens’ right to 
engage in peaceful political 
campaigning for legitimate purposes, 
whatever the governing regime may 
have to say about its opponents. Any 
police officer who fails in this or, 
worse, becomes an agent for political 
suppression, thereby loses all legitimacy 
and forfeits public support. 

@ It goes without saying that our 
political opponents will stop at 
nothing in their efforts to suppress 
our perfectly legitimate protests 
against their manifold errors and 
perversities. 

They will seek to criminalise all 
serious political opponents of their 
ideological social engineering, using 
the law to buttress their own regime 
instead of to protect the common 
good. They will exploit all the power 
of the mass media (itself governed by 
alien and anti-patriotic elements) to 
indoctrinate the public with 
seditious propaganda whilst denying 
any platform to genuinely patriotic 
causes. They will be extremely 
indulgent towards all manifestly anti- 
British and alien elements in the 
population, regardless of 
consequences for public order and the 
demoralisation of the police force as a 
whole. They will not allow the police to 
release the statistical evidence linking 
crime with certain ‘ethnic minorities’. 
And they will expose police officers to 
all manner of abuse and vilification by 
elements among those same alien 
minorities, to the extent that allegations 
of ‘racism’ are used to destroy the 
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Metropolitan Police Commissioner Paul Condon has said that the tackling of ‘race 
attacks’ (as he defines them) must take priority over everything else in the policing of 


London 


careers of many outstandingly competent 
and loyal policemen. All of this puts 
enormous pressures on individual police 
officers as part of the Establishments’ 
‘political correctness’ campaign. Many, 
all too many, will meekly or even 
enthusiastically submit to this abuse of 
their proper function in society, in the 
interest of gaining personal promotion 
or avoiding too much ‘hassle’ with their 
superiors and hostile political elements. 


@ We nevertheless expect our police 


officers to demonstrate personal 
integrity and a proper sense of loyalty to 
the British people, that is to say their 
own kinsfolk and to show their 
commitment to patriotic causes however 
unfashionable these may be with their 
superiors. 


To conclude, the genuine’ British 


Nationalist and the genuine police officer 
have everything in common when it comes 
to creating and maintaining a safe, happy 
and healthy society. But we are obliged to 
part company when any police officer is 
seen to be acting against the national 
interest, whatever the ‘legality’ of his 
position. Loyalty and discrimination are the 
two sides of the same coin and the 
indiscriminate law-enforcer is no different in 
kind from the unprincipled mercenary or 
hired assassin. Police behaviour should 
therefore reflect a fundamental loyalty to the 
native British people regardless of the 
treachery implicit in certain anti-nationalist 
legislation. When loyalty to one’s own 
kinsfolk becomes a crime, what sort of 
person becomes a zealous police officer, a 
diligent prosecutor, or for that matter, a 
law-abiding citizen? 


Legal Fund: target now £16,000 


The British National Party has recently been advised by the solicitors 
acting for it in the case against Bexley Borough Council that expenses are 
now likely to run to as much as £16,000 — instead of the lesser figure 
originally estimated. This means that the target figure for our Legal Fund 


must again be raised. 


Last month, due to the generosity of one supporter, who wishes to remain 
anonymous, we received a magnificent single contribution to the fund of 
£10,000! This and other contributions during the month amount to a total of 
£10,608.50. It brings the total raised so far to £11,734.00 — leaving 


£4,266.00 still to be raised. 


The money must be raised to contest an action against Bexley Borough 
Council over the use of the party’s shop premises in Welling. The council is 
attempting to prevent the current use of the shop on the grounds that it 


contravenes planning regulations. 


Contributions should be marked ‘BNP Legal Fund’ and sent to PO Box 117, 


Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


OUT OF THE HORSE’S MOUTH 


Israeli journalist, AVINOAM BAR-YOSEF, celebrates the 
consolidation of Jewish power over the U.S. Government 


The following article is not the raving of 
‘anti-semites’ or ‘nazis.’ It was written by a 
Jewish writer and first appeared in Ma’ariy, 
a Hebrew-langauge_ daily newspaper 
published in Tel Aviv, Israel. It was brought 
to our attention by being republished in The 
Populist Observer, obtainable from PO Box 
15499, Pittsburgh, PA 15237, U.S.A. 
SEVERAL WEEKS AGO the rabbi of the 
Adath Yisrael synagogue in Cleveland 
Park, Washington, D.C., dedicated his 
Sabbath sermon to the Jewish cultural 
and political centre now being formed in 
America. ‘‘For the first time in American 
history,’’ the rabbi said. ‘‘We no longer 
feel that we live in the diaspora. The U.S. 
has no longer a government of Goyim 
[derogatory Hebrew term which refers to 
Gentiles as cattle], but an administration 
in which the Jews are full partners in the 
decision making at all levels. Perhaps the 
aspects of the Jewish religious law 
connected with the term ‘government of 
goyim’ should be re-examined, since it is 
an outdated term in the U.S.”’ 

Indeed, as far as the Jews are concerned, 
President Bill Clinton has contributed toward 
a real change in administration outlook, 
having concluded a series of changes which 
enhance Jewish power, a process that began 
under President Reagan and his Secretary of 
State, George Shultz. True, the Jewish 
political influence was also evident in 
America in previous decades. We have 
already seen a Jewish Secretary of State, 
Henry Kissinger, enjoying the full 
confidence of President Richard Nixon. 
There were Jewish Cabinet members also 
under Carter. However, they were 
exceptions to the rule. Especially, pious 
Jews were seldom appointed to participate in 
political work concerning the Middle East. 

The picture now has totally changed and 
not only about the Middle East. For 
example, every morning at about six 
o’clock, several staff cars travel from the 
CIA centre to the White House with senior 
officers of the American intelligence 
community, who are about to present to the 
President and to the four top staffers a PDB 
— Presidents’ Daily Briefing — the term for 
the most exclusive report in Washington. 
The document, consisting of 5-7 pages, is 
often accompanied by top secret satellite 
photographs transferred by the Pentagon. It 
is composed in the course of the night by the 
best American intelligence experts, who 
analyse the telegrams and reports arriving 
from the CIA’s worldwide network of 
agents. It contains the most sensitive 
information regarding developments around 
the world. Its uniqueness, compared to all 
other American intelligence documents, lies 


in the fact that it almost always indicates the 
source of the information whether it is a 
document stolen by a spy, of an agent or 
‘‘mole’’ infiltrating a foreign government, 
or whether the source is tapped by means of 
a Satellite. 

If Clinton is in Washington, he hold a 
short discussion on the contents of the 
document with the five other addressees: 
Vice President Al Gore, National Security 
Adviser Anthony Lake, White House Chief 
of Staff Leon Panetta, Deputy National 
Security Adviser Samuel (‘‘Sandy’’) Berger 
and National Security Adviser to the Vice 
President Leon Perth. Two of the 
addressees, Berger and Perth, are warm 


_ Jews. they have reached posts that are 


extremely sensitive for U.S. policy. They 
are by no means exceptions. 


NATIONAL SECURITY 
COUNCIL 


In the National Security Council, seven 
out of eleven top staffers are Jews. Clinton 
has especially placed them in the most 
sensitive junctions in the U.S. security and 
foreign policy administrations. Sandy Berger 
is the deputy chairman of the council; 
Martin Indyk, the intended ambassador to 
Israel, is a senior director in charge of the 
Middle East and South Asia. Dan Schifter, 
the senior director and adviser to the 
President, is in charge of Western Europe; 
Don Steinberg, the senior director and 


adviser to the President, is in charge of 


CLINTON 
(Seen here 
with Vice 
President Al 
Gore). His 
administration 
is packed with 
members of 
the ‘chosen.’ 


Africa; Richard Feinberg, the senior director 
and adviser to the President, in charge of 
Latin America; Stanley Ross, the senior 
director and adviser to the President, is in 
charge of Asia. 

The situation is not much different in the 
Presidents’ office, which is full of warm 
Jews: the new White House counsel, Abner 
Mikva; the presidents’ schedule and 
programmes manager, Ricki Seidman; 
deputy chief of staff, Phil Leida; economic 
adviser, Robert Rubin; media director, 
David Heiser; staff director, Alice Rubin; 
Ely Segal, in charge of volunteers; Ira 
Magaziner, in charge of the health 
programme. Two Cabinet members, Labour 
Secretary Robert Reich and Mickey Kantor, 
in charge of international trade agreements, 
are Jewish. They are joined by a long list of 
senior Jewish officials in the State 
Department, headed by the chief of the 
Middle East peace team, Dennis Ross and 
followed by many deputy secretaries and 
even more senior secretaries chiefs of staff. 


IMMENSE INFLUENCE IN 
MANY FIELDS 


Perhaps the most intriguing thing that 
happened to me personally in the course of 
the past year, since I have been posted in 
Washington, was meeting with organised 
American Jewry. The best place to see them 
as they are, the place where I always came 
each year to admire them, is the annual 
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‘TYRANNY AND ANARCHY 


BOTH’ 


A look at the workings of ‘democracy’ by NOEL A. HUNT 


‘*...No government had ever been, or can 
ever be, wherein timeservers and blockheads 
will not be uppermost.’’ 

John Dryden, 1631-1700: EPISTLES. 
FOR the purpose of this article 
democracy is given the meaning usually 
assigned to it — universal suffrage. 
Democracy today means that virtually 
every human being over the age of 18 
years is given a vote for periodical use in 
local and national government elections. 
Democracy gives each elector control of 
approximately one fifty-thousandth of his 
chosen representative. 

Liberals all accept without discussion that 
the vote, although truly priceless, is yet a 
universal right. We never learn just how it 
can be that what is common to all can still 
have the high cost normally attached to the 
very rare. Plainly, a vote is something 
unique and politics can bear little relation to 
the facts of normal life. 

In the daily affairs of life we take it for 
granted that our fellow human is selfish, 
greedy, prone to the short view, easily 
swayed and not very bright. This view of 
human nature is amply confirmed daily by 
what we see around us. When David Hume 
wrote (Essay VI; Of the Independency of 
Parliament): ‘‘Political writers have 
established it as an axiom that in contriving 
any system of government... every man 
ought to be supposed a knave,’’ he was 
merely stating what most of us feel to be 
true. But the liberal will have none of this. 
It is implicit in the theory of ‘democracy’ as 
he sees it that the mere entry of the voters’ 
name on an electoral roll suffices to change 
his or her nature completely. This 
astonishing change is assumed, hinted at, 
suggested, rather than set out in terms; but 
the assumption is there. 

In non-political matters, when the liberal 
looks at the soccer hooligan and the lager 
lout, loud of tongue, foul of mouth, 
imperfectly washed and groomed, barely 
capable of reading a road sign or 
understanding a Sun leader, garbed in a shirt 
made from his countrys’ flag, he very 
wisely resolves to have as little as possible 
to do with him. 

Yet when it comes to politics, our liberal 
holds that simply by inscribing the yobbos’ 
name on an electoral roll his nature, 
understanding and intelligence miraculously 
change for the better. As if by magic — 
and only magic could bring it about — the 
lout suddenly becomes capable of 
understanding the pros and cons of the 
Common Market, for instance, of making 
far-sighted and disinterested decisions on 
matters of national policy and of giving a 
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valuable opinion on any matter laid before 
him. 


NO LOGIC 

The liberal must believe this nonsense, 
otherwise he would not insist so frantically 
that there must everywhere be universal 
suffrage. Yet this is the man who smiles 


pityingly when told of the miracle of 


Balaams’ ass or of Pauls’ conversion on the 
road to Damascus. Priding himself on his 
logical approach and on his trust in reason, 
the democrat is in fact performing a political 


act of faith as illogical and as incapable of 
rational justification as any to be found in 
the worlds’ religions. 

We laugh at the savage who believes that 
by the use of mumbo-jumbo, cantrips and 
animal sacrifice he can interrupt the 
operation of the laws of nature. Yet how is 
he more idiotic than the advocate of 
‘democracy’ who would have us believe that 
the gift of a vote to the average man will 
make him wise? The advocate of 
‘democracy’ must hold that this mysterious 

Contd. on next page 


FIT TO DECIDE? 

According to the logic of the liberal, the soccer hooligan and the lager lout, once 
they step into a polling booth, become endowed with the intelligence and 
judgement necessary to determine the nations’ destiny 
Tee eee eee SOU ee a ee eee 


change takes place once the right to a vote is 


accorded to anyone. The alternative is quite 
unacceptable to him: to accept that human 
nature is pretty well unalterable. This means 
conceding that universal suffrage means the 
tule of the few wise by the many foolish; in 
fact government by the worst. 

In an off-moment, the normally sensible 
Seneca stated that ‘‘sacred is the speech of 
the people.’ Even Tacitus, normally the 
epitome of bleak realism, allowed himself to 
say that ‘‘the supremacy of the people tends 
to liberty.’’ This is nonsense. What we 
urgently need and must have to survive, is 
very much less ‘democracy’, a very much 
smaller, more carefully selected and more 
intelligent electorate, plus a firm conviction 
that what the mob wants should forever be 
denied it for the good of the people as a 
whole. The vital necessity is not to convert 
the rabble into rulers, as the believer in 
‘democracy’ would like to do, but to 
improve the quality of the rulers. If this is to 
happen, then it is clear that ‘democracy’ as 
we know it must go. 


IMPERIAL DECLINE 


History can guide us here. It is perfectly 
possible to make a convincing case to show 
that the decline of empire is strictly tied to 
the breadth of the voting spectrum. Britain 
was probably at the height of her power in 
1815. She had defeated Napoleon, liberated 
Europe and built up an enormous and 
generally beneficient empire; her navy ruled 
the seas, tackled piracy, the slave trade and 
policed the world, to its great benefit. This 
stupendous feat was accomplished under a 


Parliament elected on a very narrow 
franchise, based on the ownership of 
property. Free of the curse of ‘democracy’, 
the country flourished. The executive and 
administrative strata of the civil service were 
staffed by men who either owned land or 
had private means. No snivelling politician 
could dragoon them — they could resign on 
a point of principle and sometimes did. As 
a result, the civil service was the envy of the 
world, culminating in the splendid — and 
thoroughly élitist and authoritarian — Indian 
Civil Service. 

Successive Reform Bills in 1830 and 1848 
widened the franchise, while insisting on 
property or earning power as the basis of 
acceptance. We have now seen the abolition 
of all checks, culminating in the grant of the 
vote to all on attaining the age of 18 years. 
We can boast that we are a_ true 
‘democracy.’ We must concede, too, that we 
have almost reduced ourselves to the 
political and economic status of a Third 
World banana republic. 

Granting a vote to each and every of the 
native British was madness enough. But we 
went further: every immigrant, no matter 
how racially or culturally unassimilable, has 
a vote as of right. He helps to decide how 
our taxes are spent, has his say on national 
policies and is allowed to join such few 
élites as ‘democracy’ has left us. Lunacy 
could hardly go further. 


WHAT CAN BE DONE? 


Can we save ourselves from becoming 
another Brazil? Perhaps it is too late. But 


certainly the effort must be made. The 
native stock of these islands is too valuable 
to the human race to be allowed to be bred 
out. Patriots and nationalists will be in no 
doubt that the battle is worth fighting. But 
can it be won? Yes, it can if — and only if 
— we can somehow elect a nationalist 
government, break the chains of 
international finance, quit both Europe and 
the United Nations and rule our country with 
our sole interests in mind. It is a formidable 
challenge. 

Is it possible to elect a nationalist 
government? We do not know; but we must 
make the attempt. We know that the liberal 
and his ‘democracy’ has brought us to the 
very brink of chaos and anarchy. Unless we 
abandon ‘democracy’ it is certain that 
anarchy will engulf us. We know too, that it 
is the iron law of history that anarchy is 
invariably followed by a dictatorship. The 
histories of Rome and France, to name only 
two, prove that this is so. 

If the coming dictatorship here has a 
nationalist, patriotic and racial basis, then 
there is a chance of racial survival. But not 
otherwise. 

The alternative is more and ever more rule 
by the human dregs whom our present 
welfare state spawns in such frightening 
numbers. Nothing can be worse. Viscount 
Bolingbroke tells us (On the Spirit of 
Patriotism, 1775) what lies ahead unless we 
abandon ‘democracy’: ‘‘Absolute monarchy 
is tyranny, but absolute democracy is 
tyranny and anarchy both.’’ 

This article is published posthumously; the 
writer, Noel A. Hunt, died in October. 


OUT OF THE HORSE’S MOUTH 
(Contd. from page 15) 


convention of the pro-Israel lobby, AIPAC. 

I always asked myself what was the value 
of Jewish experience in America as far as 
Israel is concerned. Did the identification 
with Israel derive from a deep sensation of 
a common Jewish fate or was it one of the 
tools of the local community to garner 
power for achieving truly equal rights in a 
mixed society comprised also of many 
immigrants and members of various faiths? 
Was the Jewish power in the U.S. a 
phenomenon which will decrease or 
increase? Were the intermarriages of Jews 
with Gentiles threatening to weaken the 


Jewish power in the U.S.? Or, as I was 
sometimes afraid, were the American Jews 


building a new Jewish cultural centre that 
would compete with Israel? 

Adath Yisrael synagogue in Washington is 
not only a place of worship. It is a Jewish 
community centre, with a prestigious Jewish 
kindergarten, a Jewish school with Judaism, 
literature, culture and of course, Hebrew 
classes. On Saturdays there are always two 
separate prayer sessions. The first is the 
large one, encompassing hundreds of 
worshippers, which ends in a food blessing 
at tables tastefully laid with Jewish 
delicacies. Its members belong to the creme 


de la creme of Washington society; senior 
administration officials, successful lawyers, 
rich businessmen. All are wealthy people. 
Next week, on the Jewish New Year, the 
prayers will be joined by many other Jews 
who usually spend their weekends at the 
most exclusive clubs, or on the most 
expensive golf courses, or riding the best 
horses, or at their expensive houses near the 
West Virginia lakes, or sailing in their 
private yachts. Next week, as during all 
Jewish holiday seasons, the most expensive 
limousines that can be imagined will stop at 
the entrance to the synagogue, to let out 
elegant women, the men mummified in their 
expensive suits at their side, followed by the 
well-dressed children. The entrance fee to 
synagogue is $1,000 for a single holiday. 


ISRAELI FLAG 


The other synagogue competing for the 
young generation of wealthy Jews is located 
in Georgetown. It is a fully Orthodox 
synagogue, but its prayers are conducted in 
the Israeli style favoured by ‘‘Gush 
Emunim.’’ The Israeli flag is proudly 
displayed above the Sacred Ark alongside 
the American flag. On each Sabbath the 
prayers include the benediction for the 
Israeli Jewish soldiers and the prayer for the 
welfare of the Israeli government and its 
officials. many Jewish administration 


officials pray there. They not only don’t try 
to conceal their religious affiliation, but go 
to great lengths to demonstrate their Judaism 
since it may help their careers greatly. 

The enormous Jewish influence in 
Washington is not limited to _ the 
government. In the Washington media a 
very significant part of the most important 
personages and of the presenters of the most 
popular programs on the TV are warm 
Jews. A significant portion of senior media 
correspondents, newspaper editors and 
analysts are Jewish and many of them are 
warm Jews too. Many of them are 
influenced in Israel’s favour by attending 
suitable synagogues. AP’s political reporter, 
Barry Schweid and The Washington Posts’ 
education reporter, Amy Schwartz, regularly 
participate in a prayer session which is 
considered to be close to Israel at the 
Cleveland Park synagogue. 

Let us not forget in this context the Jewish 
predominance in the Washingtonian 
academic institutions. At the National 
Institutes of Health the percentage of Jewish 
researchers is very much higher than their 
relative percentage in the population. In the 
fields of security and science, in the film 
industry, in art and in literature, the Jewish 
influence can only be described as immense, 
with a corresponding enhancement of jewish 
power. 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead ' 
PO..Box..117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: I should like to share with Spearhead 
readers a thought-provoking comment from 
William Rees-Mogg that appeared in The 
Times on the 21st November, in which the 
writer said that: ‘‘When people feel they are 
losing their national culture they fight to get 
it back.”’ 

Presumably this gentleman is aware of the 
rapid declension in his own country’s culture 
— after ail, one would have to exist in a 
hermetically sealed environment to be 
oblivious of the daily onslaught on the 
British identity that comes from the mass 
media. It is therefore tempting to ask why he 
and others like him appear happy to tolerate 
this state of affairs and to continue to act as 
buttresses of a political system that has 
allowed it to happen instead of, as he might 
say, fighting back. 

D.S. TOPPLE 
Exeter, Devon 


SIR: A few weeks ago The Sunday Tele- 
graph reported that a young Chinese 
millionaire had visited the banking fraternity 
in the City of London to negotiate finance 
for his new factory in (Communist?) China. 
Weare told that he is the largest producer of 
watches in the East, making them for several 
well-known firms such as Timex and Gucci. 
The ex-Timex workers in Dundee may be 
interested in this little titbit! Maybe the same 
machines that they once operated are now 
being used in the new Chinese factory. Also, 
the Gucci fans might like to know that their 
‘designer’ watches are made in the same 
factory as the Timex ones! 
The banking fraternity is no friend of the 
British worker. 
F. TANNER 
Bristol 


SIR: Recently there was shown on evening 
television here in Australia the old British 
film Victim, with Dirk Bogarde. It must 
have been one of the first films to be made 
on the vexed, but now well-worn, subject of 
homosexuality, and doubtless the social 
engineers considered it excellent propaganda 
for their cause of ‘alternative’ life-styles. 
What the mind-benders may have over- 
looked, however, was the fact that, having 
been made in the early post-war years, this 
film showed Britain as we used to know her, 
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‘as we had fought for her and as she had 


been for centuries. How refreshing it was to 
see our streets as they once were, with no 
hint of what was to come to our shores. 
Later generations who watched this film 
will have had their first — and very 
revealing — glimpse of the true Island 
Nation. They will have learned, for the first 
time and probably to their great surprise, 
that not so very long ago Britons had a 
country to call their own. 
E. WILLIAMS 
Sydney, Australia 


SIR: We sometimes hear the question from 
enquirers and from the media: Could the 
British National Party put up sufficient a 
number of capable and qualified persons to 
form a government? It is a pertinent question 
and needs to be addressed. 
How many of our members would be 
prepared to... 
®@ Accept a bribe from a crooked banker? 
@ Take a backhander in the shape of a 
free luxury holiday? 
@ Put in hand a few dodgy property 
deals? 
@ Use privileged information to make a 
killing on the Stock Exchange? 
@ Secure the appointment of a dirty little 
pervert to high office in the Church? 
e@ ... And carry on an extra-marital 
relationship behind their wife’s back at 
the same time? 
Does our leadership recognise this 
potential problem? 
COLIN VERNON 
East Grinstead, Sussex 


SIR: In your otherwise very appetising 
article ‘Have We the Will to Survive?’ you 
seem to assume that there are some ‘liberals’ 
and ‘anti-racists’ who believe a single word 
of the nonsense they talk. 

In fact, every last one of them becomes as 
‘racist’ as Idi Amin did the moment it suits 
him. Just over a year ago, in the Millwall 
by-election, the Liberal Democrats were 
openly playing the ‘racist’ card. So was the 
Labour front bench when it inveighed 
furiously against refugees from Hong Kong 
‘‘using Britain as a bolt-hole.’’ (Many of the 
Chinese immigrants, you see, would tend to 
vote Tory). 

All the ‘anti-racist’ parties are concerned 
about is getting votes. Today Labour and 
Liberals badly need the immigramt vote and 
are competing for it. In fact without that 
vote Labour would not have squeezed back 
to power in 1964 and again in 1974., when 
a Labour Government was losing ground 
among British workers and had to import 
new Labour voters from abroad. 

M. TOPHAM (Dr.) 
Canterbury, Kent 


SIR: I wonder if there isn’t more than meets 
the eye to the media publicity about foot- 
baller Bruce Grobbelaar allegedly taking 
bribes? 

Apparently it has been learned that 
Grobbelaar was very much on the white side 
in the war in Rhodesia back in the 1970s. 


Furthermore it appears that he is something 
of an outspoken ‘racist’. In The Mail on 
Sunday (13.11.94) Grobbelaar was reported 
as admitting that at a training session at his 
former club, Liverpool, he said to a black 
player: ‘‘Ready, steady, pick up your lips — 
go!’’ The black player later cursed 
Grobbelaar after a hard tackle, and the latter 
joked that if they were in the bush he’d 
shoot him. 
Maybe they’ve been trying to ‘get’ 
Grobbelaar ever since! 
R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: At the office where I once worked we 
had quite a turnover of young staff, and the 
political scrutineers amongst us invented a 
game in which whenever the new boy/girl 
first came through the door we guessed at 
his/her politics. 

If he was a miserable little squirt with a 
scowl, he was usually a Labour supporter. If 
he looked reasonably pleasant but was a 
complete wimp, he would almost certainly 
be a Liberal Democrat or a Tory. If he 
looked a robust, normal, responsible sort of 
chap, he generally had nationalist leanings! 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: A Scotsman, dressed in the full 
Highland regalia of his race, was walking 
down Maryhill Road, Glasgow, recently. A 
police car passing by did a U-turn and 
stopped him for having a short dagger, 
which is part of his ceremonial dresswear. I 
understand that he was actually charged with 
a breach of our ridiculous laws dealing with 
‘offensive weapons’. 

About the same time a young Sikh was 
banned from school because he was wearing 
the traditional short dagger of his race. A 
wail of ‘racism’ erupted. The school author- 
ities folded up and dropped the matter. 
There has been no news of the police 
charging the Sikh — as I’m sure you will 
not be surprised to hear! 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: Many thanks to N.B. Forrest and to 
Spearhead (November 1994 issue) for the 
brilliant short article ‘As Others See Us’ — 
a look at Britain from Stateside. 

A copy of the article, endorsed with my 
name and address, is on its way to John 
Major. May I suggest as many readers as 
possible send copies to their MPs to illus- 
trate that increasing numbers of us are 
prepared to stand up and be counted in open 
condemnation of the rape of our homeland. 

SYLVIA NOBLE (Mrs.) 
Colne, Lancs. 


SIR: After Channel Four’s ‘Camp Christ- 
mas’ for queers in 1993, the channel this 
time gave us a ‘Black Christmas’ dedicated 
to our coloured citizens. The programme 
controller responsible is Mr. Peter Salmon. 
Boss of Channel Four is Michael Grade. Par 
for the course? 
A.R. WALKER 
Leicester 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and “Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Ptof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureaucracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 59lpp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY = (John 
Charmiley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
book highlights our war Premier’s overweening 
personal ambition and is particularly critical of his 
failure to come to an agreement with Hitler after British 
forces had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable 
new contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author. a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 081 316 4721) 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remitt- 
ances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars * 

Would all those ordering books by post please 
note that their orders should be sent to our mail 
order address, which is: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. The address given at the top of 
this page is for retail sales only. 


publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956 (rep. 1992), 72pp. 

DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America — and not just simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
%& FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. 
A graphic portrayal of the decay of our political and 
social life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war 
British Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£2.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 


‘GAY LIB’ 


EXPOSED 
disturbing 

insight into the 
destructive 
designs of the 
homosexual lobby 
(See Page 20) 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 

GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst 
Zundel in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and 
Free Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler's 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV. 337pp. 


I1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp.. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


Page nineteen 


MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 

we MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and offers 
a remedy based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 1983, 
140pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

%& NATIONAL ALLIANCE MEMBERSHIP HAND- 
BOOK £7.75. An extremely valuable guide to the best 
ways of promoting nationalism and organising a 
nationalist movement. Although oriénted to the 
American situation and the needs of the admirable 
National Alliance in the US, this is an excellent 
complement to the BNP Activists’ Handbook. 1993, 
143pp. 

NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 

NO TIME FOR SILENCE (Austin J. App) £4.75. 
Reprints of 14 revisionist pamphlets published between 
1946 and 1978. The late author taught English literature 
at several US universities and colleges. 1987, lv, 
143pp. 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A spec- 
ialist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 


an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SEXUAL DEAD-END (Stephen Green) £9.95. A 
factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexualism, 
with an account of the rise of the “Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensat- 
ionalist but neither is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

% SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 
tradition with important sections on the relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 

%& SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing the 
link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. 
Monahan) £7.80. A series of articles from the Social 
Creditor dealing with political and economic threats to 


Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the problem 
of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A _ fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.00. Text of a memorandum to the Royal 
Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration 
of the Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


id 


UBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 
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Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 
free. 


The Enemy Within 
This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 

Contd. overleaf 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party at 
local branch level, starting from scratch when the 
activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a mine of 
information that all activists, old and new, will find 
valuable in the quest to make their activities more 
efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for everyone who 
wants to be more than just an armchair nationalist. The 
Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £1.86 
post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £3.00 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 


£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 


BNP key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
twa sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.25 per 1,000. 


RACE ATTACKS: 
THE TRUTH 


1edia whip up hysteria over assaults on ethnic 
and murdered Whites get litte sympathy 


MAKE 
‘BRITAIN 


ACTION |S NEEDED TO MAKE BRITAIN A SAFE 
PLACE IN WHICH TO LIVE. ACTION SUCH AS. 
. death penatty 

GRAMME OF HUMANE 
UTA  ETHNK. MINONTIES TO THEI 


[BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY] 


a ‘otenate 


LATEST LEAFLETS 
See this page 


Race Attacks: the truth. This is a new leaflet focusing 
on the recent brutal murder by Asians of a young white 
boy, Richard Everitt, in North London. The leaflet 
shows how left-wing agitators and the media whip up 
hysteria when Blacks or Asians are the victims of 
killings but strangely mute when the murdered person 
is white. 

Make Britain safe! This is the BNP’s latest law-and- 
order leaflet. It focuses on a man in Liverpool savagely 
beaten up recently just for ticking off some youths who 
vandalised his car. The leaflet spells out the party's 
basic anti-crime policies, such as restoration of the 
death penalty and making prisons much tougher. 

Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on 
the BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in Septem- 
ber 1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire 
face of British politics, saying that now the BNP has 
shown that it can win elections it has a new credibility 
and a vote for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also 
gives a brief synopsis of the main policies on which the 
party will be fighting forthcoming elections. This is 
recommended as an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. 
It should be used as a supplement to, not a substitute 
for, the standard personalised candidate's leaflet. The 
leaflet contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek 
Beackon at his moment of victory. 


RALLY ‘94 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 5th 1994 


Hear:- 

DAVID BRUCE 
(Chairman) 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
CLAUDE CORNILLEAU 
GUNTHER DECKERT 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 30W 


LATEST RALLY VIDEO 
Recording of the BNP Annual Rally held near 
London back in November. See this page for 

further details. 


Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote..." leaflet. 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 

Rebuild Britain NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals 
mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full employment, but also 
mentions the effect on British jobs of the coloured 
invasion. 

Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 


to the party's funds. 


progress in achieving various BNP 


Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, 


Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
Projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 
Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up* 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °94. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged near London on November Sth 1994. 
Hear and see speeches by David Bruce, Richard 
Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, 
Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 

Rally °93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. 
Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, 
Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally 92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October’ 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £13.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter. founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £15.00 per year; 
Overseas £20.00 per year; U.S.A $30.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


willing to contribute £20 each month 
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BNP wins 20 per cent of the 


vote in Lansbury Ward (TH) 


‘THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY scored 
another impressive election result in East 
London’s Tower Hamlets last month when 
Derek Beackon obtained 562 votes in a by- 
election in Lansbury Ward. This represented 
20 per cent of the poll. The full voting 
figures were: Labour 1,457; Liberal 
Democrats 844; BNP 562; Tories 24. 

At the count at York Hall the announce- 
ment of the Tory result was greeted with a 
loud outburst of laughter. 

This latest BNP performance is partic- 
ularly impressive in view of the fact that the 
party had done no active campaigning in 
Lansbury Ward since 1989, when it fought 
an election there and obtained a mere 2 per 
cent of the vote. Its recent campaign there- 
fore involved starting right from scratch. It 
may be remembered that in similar circum- 
stances the party won 20 per cent of the poll 
in a by-election in Millwall Ward of the 
same borough in October 1992, then just 
over a year later captured the seat! 


WHAT is to be made of the 20% vote 
- obtained by Derek Beackon in Lansbury 
ward, Tower Hamlets last month? 

A number of things stand out. Firstly, 
the party did not win. Secondly, the party by 
obtaining over 500 votes and getting 20% of 
the vote has established itself as an enduring 
electoral force to be reckoned with — at 
least in London. Thirdly, Labour still very 
much dominate the political scene, this time 
getting over half the total vote. Fourthly, the 
Liberal Democrats have shown that they still 
have some fight left in them after all. 

The total non-white electorate in this 
ward amounted to around 20%, which 
pushes the BNP share of the white vote to 
just over 24%. This time, as opposed to the 
elections in May, there was no evidence of 
cheating — except of course, the usual 
illegal interference from the far left in the 
guise of ANAL (The usual complaints have 
been made). 

A strict comparison between the two sets 
of figures for May and for this by-election is 
complicated, however because of the lone 
Independent candidate standing in May. 
Looking at the figures for May, %Share’ 
refers to the percentage of the total vote, 
while %Share* refers to the percentage of 
the average vote. As can be seen, the 
establishment parties’ share of the average 
vote. was lower than their share of the total 
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Derek Beackon on 
the campaign trail: 
his result was 
achieved in an area 
where the BNP had 
not been active for 
five years. 


vote (because of the Independent) and this is 
a better guide to compare the by-election 
results with. 

A close look at the figures for the by- 
election and for May, when the party did not 
stand, reveals that in the by-election, the 
Labour vote went up slightly but, as in the 
Shadwell by-election, this worked out to an 
increase in their percentage share’ of 5% 
due to fewer votes cast (the number of votes 
cast based on the May average fell by 232). 

The Liberal Democrat vote, by contrast, 
fell by nearly 300 votes — down 20% on the 
May average making a percentage share” 
drop of seven points. 

The Conservatives, as usual in this area, 
were humiliated — dipping under the 1% 
mark and getting just a quarter of their May 
average. 


Tower Hamlets Council elections, Lansbury, May 1994 


THE LANSBURY BY-ELECTION 


An analysis, by TONY LECOMBER 


15.6% 


As well as comparison with the May 
figures, comparison can also be made with 
the Shadwell by-election in September. In 
both cases, the number of votes cast was 
down on the May election and yet the 
Labour vote was up — both as a percentage 
and in absolute terms, showing the Labour 
party continuing to gain ground, and this is 
reflected in other recent by-elections. There 
is also a close correlation with the Tory 
vote. In both cases, Shadwell and Lansbury, 
the Tory vote (what there was of it) 
collapsed to around a quarter of the May 
average. As_ forecast in  Octobers’ 
Spearhead, the Liberal Democrats’ vote 
proved firmer than in Shadwell because of 
their longer tradition in Lansbury. Another 
factor for the Liberal Democrats’ vote not 

Contd. on next page 


collapsing further was the fielding of their 
very well-known candidate and ex-councillor 
for the ward, Peter Hughes. As also 
predicted, fewer non-whites in Lansbury 
meant fewer votes for Labour — the party 
getting 50.5% of the vote as opposed to 
72% in Shadwell. 

Even so, this leaves the party well short 
of winning. Labour still commands more 
than half the vote and the party again came 
third to the Liberal Democrats, when many 
supposed that the BNP would at least make 
second place. 

What then is to be done? The answer to 
that question has to be seen in its proper 
context. When the party won Millwall, it 
came just one year after a very creditable 
20% vote the year before in the same ward, 


Lansbury by-election, Dec ’94 


BNP | 562 | 19.5% 


preparing the ground for Derek Beackon’s 
win a year later. Before the December 
Lansbury campaign, the party last stood a 
candidate in Lansbury ward in 1989, getting 


just 2% of the poll — so long ago in fact 
that nobody in the ward would even 
remember. The other thing that has to be 
born in mind is that when the party won 
Millwall, Labour were only just ahead of the 
Tories in the polls. Now they are so far 
ahead that if a General Election were held 
tomorrow, the Tories would lose every 
single seat they have in a Canadian style 
wipe-out. In this context, we need to take 
the view that the party is still establishing 
itself with these very credible votes and that 
to some extent, we shall have to wait until 
the Labour bubble bursts. The BNP’s 20% 
vote must then be seen as good and as 
keeping us very much in the ring. For it 
was after exactly just such a vote that the 
party went on to win! 


THANK YOU! 


The Editor, Mrs. Tyndall and their 
daughter would like to convey their 
sincere thanks to all those readers and 
other supporters who sent them greetings 
cards during the recent festive season. It 
is hoped that everyone will recognise that, 
in view of the number involved, it would 
be impossible to send out reciprocal cards 
to all, and that therefore this message of 
appreciation will suffice. Anyway, a happy 
new year to these well-wishers and all 
other readers! 


SEDC & Cie proudly 
presents a first selection 
of the finest in hard-to- 
and 


find nationalist 
patriotic supplies:- 


Army-style black belt with 
chrome-plated Celtic Cross 


Silver-plated Celtic Cross 
signet ring. When ordering 
please indicate required inside 
diameter in mm. (Imm = 
0.039in). We carry sizes 18- 


Bigger Spearhead 


Readers will note that as from this 
issue the size of Spearhead has been 
increased from 20 to 24 pages. We 
hope that everyone will enjoy the extra 
reading. 

We take this opportunity to remind 
everyone that along with this increase 
in size there is an increase in price to 
£1.00 per copy and a corresponding 
increase in the subscription rates. For 
details see page 23. 


Subs due! 


This is a reminder to all Spear- 
head readers who are also British 
National Party members that yearly 
BNP subscriptions are due for 
renewal on the 1st January. Rates 
are the same as last year: £20.00 a 
year, with 50 per cent reductions 
optional for OAPs, Students and 
unemployed. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a monthly tabloid 
published in support of the British 
National Party. Sample copies will 
be sent on receipt of 49p (covering 
p&p). Subscription for one year is 
£6.15 (British Isles) or £10.00 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 


+ 98p post 

+ £3.30 post 

+ £4.70 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £5.25 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £6.10 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £7.10 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £8.40 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £8.40 post 
500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders, 
payments and enquiries to BN entirely 
separate from other correspondence 
and payments in order to avoid 
confusion and delay. 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Celtic Cross key ring mounted 
on natural leather 


Celtic Cross badge 
(black) 


Please add £2.00 for shipping charges. 
Because of the high bank charges 
involved, we can only accept payment 
by International Money Order made out 
to SEDC & Cie. Thank you for your co- 
operation. 
Our address:- 
SEDC & Cie 
BP 23 
77580 Crecy la Chapelle 
FRANCE 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 

British Isles: £16.250| Overseas surface mail: £18.350) Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£19.300 Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £25.700) Unsealed 
air mail Australasia, Far East: £27.300 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
for banker's commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100-199 
copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 500 copies or over: 40p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB8 3BA 


HOUNSLOW 

PO Box 328, Hounslow, 

Middlesex TW5 OXF 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94, Teddington, 

Middlesex TW11 9EY 

CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WEST HERTS. 

BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 

CAMBRIDGE . 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 

Cambridge CB5 9JR 

BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WC1IN 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, I1.0.W. PO38 1RA 
DEVON 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 
CARDIFF 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
GWENT 

PO Box 8, Tredegar NP2 3YG 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


BIRMINGHAM SOUTH 
PO Box 3592, Kings Norton 
Birmingham B30 9HZ 


WEST BROMWICH 

PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 
WORCESTER 

PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


STOURBRIDGE 
c/o PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 

PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 
CHESTERFIELD 

PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 

Derbyshire S40 1FP 

LINCOLN 

PO Box 57, Lincoln LNS5 7RQ 


The BNP also has units in Staines, 
Redbridge, Newham, Barking & Dagenham, 
Havering, Thurrock, Southend-on-Sea, Isle of 
Sheppey, Woking, Southampton, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 
mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & East Herts., 
Coventry, Grantham, Derby, Ilkeston, 
Scunthorpe, North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, 
Tonypandy, Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, 
Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, 
Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Falkirk, 
Fife, Cumbernauld, Airdrie, Clydebank, 
Greenock, Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire) and Highlands & 
Islands. If you want to make contact with any 
of these units, or start a new unit, please 
write to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 
ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Kochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 

OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 

PENDLE 

PO Box 15, Colne, Lancs. BB8 9BW 
TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX ; 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
HULL 

PO Box 558, Hull HUS 3YW 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
MIDLOTHIAN 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL | 
WEST LOTHIAN 

PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 
TAYSIDE 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
JERSEY 


c/o PO Box 160, Exeter, 
Devon EX1 3YY 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 

WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 
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